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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


WEDNESDAY, MAY 15, 1957 


Untrep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Minrrary CoNsTRUCTION, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee (consisting of Senators Stennis, Jackson and 
Case) met, pursuant to call, at 10:05 a, m., in room 212, Senate Office 
Building. 

Present: Senators Stennis (presiding), Jackson, and Case. 

Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Stennis. The committee will come to order. I have a short 
opening statement here. 

Before we proceed I would like to insert in the record a letter from 
Senator Russell directing our attention to S. 1940, the military con- 
struction authorization bill for fiscal year 1958, with the specific re- 
quest for the subcommittee’s early consideration of the bill. 

(The letter above referred to is as follows :) 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
May 8, 1957. 
Hon. JOHN STENNIs, 


Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR SENATOR STENNIS: At the request of the Department of Defense, Senator 
Saltonstall and I have introduced S. 1940, the military construction authoriza- 
tion bill for fiscal year 1958. 

As S. 1940 is a subject within the area of responsibility of the Subcommittee 
on Military Construction, I would appreciate the subcommittee’s early con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Sincerely, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL. 

Mr, STennis. Secretary Bryant, we are very glad indeed to have 
you here this morning, sir, you and your fine staff, and we are looking 
forward to your appearance on this bill. 

We have a few questions we will take up, but I have a brief open- 
ing statement, and then, if you choose, you can proceed with your 
statement, and the questions will come later. 

1 
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STATEMENT OF FLOYD S. BRYANT, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
DEFENSE (PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS); ACCOMPANIED 
BY EDWARD J. SHERIDAN, DIRECTOR OF CONSTRUCTION; ALLEN 


FORE, CHIEF, PROJECT DIVISION, OASD, P. AND I.; JAMES P. 
NASH, ASSISTANT. GENERAL COUNSEL, OSD; AND JAMES H. 


ARRINGTON, CHIEF OF FAMILY HOUSING DIVISION, OASD, 
P. AND I., DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Mr. Bryant. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Srennis. We convene today for hearings on Senate bill 
1940, the 1958 military construction authorization bill, which has a 
present total of $1,561,338,000. That is divided between the Army, 
$323 million; Navy, $435 million; and $803 million for the Air Force. 

(S. 1940 is as follows:) 

[S. 1940, 85th Cong., 1st sess.] 
A BILL To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled. 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military instal- 
lations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, ap 
purtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 
(Ordnance Corps) 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Troop housing, $2,288,000. 

Anniston Ordnance Depot, Alabama: Utilities, $2,015,000. 

Jet propulsion laboratory, California: Utilities, $130,000. 

Savanna Ordnance Depot, Illinois: Supply facilities, and utilities, $758,000. 

Sioux Ordnance Depot, Nebraska: Maintenance facility, $249,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research and development facilities, storage facilities, ad- 
ministrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and _ utilities, 
$16,530,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 


Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facility, land acquisition, and 
utilities, $595,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $464,000. 

Fort Lee, Virginia: Operational facility, storage facilities, hospital facility, 
troop housing, and utilities, $6,229,000. 

Seattle Quartermaster Market Center, Washington: Land acquisition, $40,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Operational facilities, and utilities, 
$110,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facility, and land acquisition, 
$95,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 


Fort Detrick, Maryland : Utilities, $627,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Troop housing, $54,000. 
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(Signal Corps) 
Fort Huachuca, Arizona : Troop housing, $1,936,000. 
(Corps of Engineers) 


Cold regions laboratory, Hanover, New Hampshire: Research and development 
facility, $2,496,000. 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Operational facilities, training facility, and mainten- 
ance facility, $1,654,000, 

Granite City Engineer Depot, Illinois; Utilities, $765,000. 


(Transportation Corps) 


Brooklyn Army Base, New York: Operational facilities, $1,169,000. 

Charleston TC Depot, South Carolina: Operational facilities, $306,000. 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facilities, troop housing, administrative 
facility, and utilites, $3,039,000. 

Oakland Army Base, California : Medical facility, $602,000, 


(Medical Corps) 


Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado: Troop housing, $937,000. 
Walter Reed Medical Center, Washington, D. C.: Utilities, $1,920,000. 


FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 
(First Army Area) 


Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $6,866,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey : Maintenance facilities, $303,000. 


(Second Army Area) 


A. P. Hill Military Reservation, Virginia : Troop housing, $153,000. 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, and utilities, $4,205,000. 

Fort George G, Meade, Maryland: Administrative facility, troop housing and 
community facilities, $2,652,000. 

Fort Ritchie, Maryland: Troop housing, $820,000. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia: Operational facilities, and maintenance facilities, 
$1,583,000, 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina : Operational and maintenance facilities, $1,051,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, ground 
improvements, and utilities, $5,117,000. 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, and troop housing, $7,549,000. 

Fort Stewart, Georgia : Troop housing, $3,691,000. 


(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Operational facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, storage facilities, medical facility, administrative facilities, troop hous- 
ing., community facilities, and utilities, $7,704,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Operational facilities, training facilities, administrative 
facility, maintenance facilities, community facility, and utiltities, $2,362,000. 

Fort Polk, Louisiana : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop hous- 
ing, and utilities, $7,734,000. 


(Fifth Army Area) 


Fort Carson, Colorado: Troop housing and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Utilities, $336,000. 

Fort Riley, Kansas: Operational facility, maintenance facility, and troop 
housing, $2,525,000. 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri : Troop housing, $4,663,000. 
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(Sixth Army Area) 


Fort Lewis, Washington : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, admini- 
strative facilities, community facility, and utilities, $1,487,000. 
Fort Ord, California : Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, troop hous- 
ing, and utilities, $7,066,000, 
(Military Academy) 


United States Military Academy, New York : Utilities, $1,666,000. 


(Armed Forces Special Weapons) 


Various installations: Operational facility, community facilities, and utilities, 
$1,056,000. 
(Tactical Installations) 


Various locations: Family housing, $1,736,000. 
(Tactical Installations Support Facilities) 


Various locations: Operational facility, maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, storage facilities, community facilities, troop housing, and _ utilities, 
$8,466,000. 

(OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES) 


(Alaskan Area) 


Alaska general: Family housing, $658,000. 

Hielson Air Force Base: Administrative facility, $248,000. 

Fort Greely: Maintenance facility, $891,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Family housing, $1,878,000. 

Fort Richardson: Operational facilities, maintenance facility, family housing, 
and utilities, $6,447,000. 

Tactical installations: Familty housing, $4,910,000. 


(Pacific Command Area) 
Tripler Army Hospital, Hawaii: Medical facilities, $154,000. 
(Caribbean Command Area) 


Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico: Community facility, and utilities, $273,000. 
Fort Gulick, Canal Zone: Community facility, $289,000. 


(United States Army, Europe) 
Various locations: Maintenance facilities, and storage facilities, $20,754,000. 
(Army Forces Far East) 


Various installations: Operational facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, storage facilities, troop housing, community facilities, administrative 
facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $19,600,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establsh or develop classified military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, in a total amount of 
$143,002,000. 

Seo. 103. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop research and 
development installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
necessary by new and unforeseen research and development requirements, if the 
Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion 
in the next military construction authorization act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $5,000,000. The Secretary of the Army, or his designee, shall 
notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost 
of construction of any public work undertaken under this section, including 
those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 
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Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to purchase out of appro- 
priations available for military construction family housing including necessary 
land at, or near, military tactical installations for assignment as public quarters 
to military personnel and their dependents. Not more than 300 units of such 
housing may be purchased under this section. Space limitations per unit will 
be in accordance with subsections (a), (b), and (c) of section 4774 of title 10, 
United States Code, and cost limitations as now or hereafter established for 
military housing constructed with appropriated funds. 

Sec. 105. (a) Public Law 209, Eighty-third Congress, is amended, under the 
heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED StTates” in section 101, as follows; under the 
subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)” with respect to 
Red River Arsenal, Texas, strike out “$1,808,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,212,000.” 

(b) Public Law 209, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by striking 
out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$44,003,000” and “$133,671,000” and 
inserting in place thereof ‘$44,407,000” and ‘$134,075,000,” respectively. 

Sec. 106. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading ‘‘CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 101, as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Signal Corps)” with 
respect to Department of the Army transmitting station, vicinity of Camp Detrick, 
Maryland, strike out “$2,360,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,137,000.” 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Military Academy)” with 
respect to United States Military Academy, New York, strike out “$9,950,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$11,983,000.” 

(b) Publie Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$129,096,000” and “&236,060,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$131,906,000 and “$238,870,000,” respectively. 

Sec. 107. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 101, as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, strike out 
“$1,736,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$2,039,000’. 

(2) with respect to Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York, “strike out 
“$129,000” and insert in place thereof “$212,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Quartermaster 
Corps)’’—with respect to Fort Lee, Virginia, strike out “$8,589,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$9,874,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Chemical Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Camp Detrick, Maryland, strike out “$452,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, strike out “$1,129,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,491,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Transportation 
Corps) ”— 

(1) with respect to Brooklyn Army Base, New York, strike out “$1,055,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,240,000”. 

2) with respect to Fort Eustis, Virginia, strike out “$6,597,000” and in- 
sert in place thereof “$8,072,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES (Medical Corps)”— 

(1) with respect to Brooke Army Medical Center, Texas, strike out 
“$549,000” and insert in place thereof “$876,000”. 

(2) with respect to Madigan Army Hospital, Washington, strike out 
“$333,000” and insert in place thereof “$669,000”. 

(3) with respect to Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Colum- 
bia, strike out “$3,557,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,472,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Second Army Area)”— 
with respect to Fort Holabird, Maryland, strike out “$612,000,” and insert in place 
thereof “$800,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)”—with 
respect to Fort Hood, Texas, strike out $12,922,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$14,283,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fifth Army Area)’’— 

(1) with respect to Fort Carson, Colorado, strike out “$7,487,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$8,621,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, strike out ‘$8,615,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$9,893,000”. 

(3) with respect to Camp Lucas, Michigan, strike out “$145,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$193,000”. 
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Under the subheading “rIeLD FORCES FACILITIES (Armed Forces Special Weapons 
Project)”—with respect to various installations, strike out “$3,014,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$3,204,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OuTsIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED StaTEs” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading “Alaskan Area’—with respect to Wildwood Station 
(Kenai) strike out “$469,000” and insert in place thereof “$559,000”. 

(ec) Public Law 161, Highty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$225,277,000”, “$74,984,000”, 
and “$534,254,000” and inserting in place thereof “$234,820,000”, “$75,074,000”, 
and “$543,887,000”, respectively, 

Sec. 108. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress is amended under the 
heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps) ”— 

(1) with respect to Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York, strike out “$88,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$136,000”. 

(2) with respect to Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, strike out ‘$6,159,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$8,593,000”. 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Quartermaster 
Corps)” — 

(1) with respect to Atlanta General Depot, strike out “$832,000” and insert 
in place thereof “984,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Worth General Depot, Texas, strike out 
“$1,285,000” and insert in place thereof $1,847,000”. 

Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)”’— 

(1) with respect to Fort Bliss, Texas, strike out “$5,301,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$8,293,000”. 

(2) with respect to Fort Sill, Oklahoma, strike out $4,173,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$5,798,000”. 

(3) with respect to Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, strike out “$1,092,000” 
and insert in place thereof $1,373,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Bighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in section 102, ‘“$200,783,000" and inserting in place thereof “$203,- 
331,000”. 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 402 the amounts “$86,916,000”, ‘“$200,- 
783,000”, and “$323,462,000” and inserting in place thereof “$95,010,000”, ‘$203,- 
831,000”, and “$334,104,000", respectively. 


TITLE II 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military installa- 
tions and facilities by- acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or in- 
stalling permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, ap- 
purtenances, utilities, and equipment for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval engineering experiment station, Annapolis, Maryland: Development and 
test facilities, $618,000. 

Naval shipyard, Bremerton, Washington : Drydock, $25,488,000. 

Naval shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Utilities, $1,452,000. 

David Taylor Model Basin, Carderock, Maryland: Utilities, $115,000. 

Naval shipyard, Long Beach, California: Facilities for remedying effects of 
ground subsidence, $4,660,000. 

Naval sugmarine base, New London, Connecticut: Waterfront facilities, 
$2,966,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia : Utilities, $2,998,000. 

Naval shipyard, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Medical facilities, $391,000. 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval station, Key West, Florida: Housing, $1,326,000. 

Naval station, Long Beach, California: Waterfront facilities, $544,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island: Housing, community facilities snd 
utilities, $3,312,000. 

Naval base, Norfolk, Virginia: Waterfront facilities, $7,808,000. 
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AVIATION FACILITIES 
(NAvAL AtR TRAINING STATIONS) 


Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas : Operational facilities, $566,000. 

Naval air station, Corpus Christi, Texas: Operational facilities, $140,000. 

Naval air station, Glyneo, Georgia: Utilities, $293,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Operational facilities, $160,000. 

Navy auxiliary air station, Meridian, Mississippi: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $15,067,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, New Iberia, Louisiana: Operational facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $3,653,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Operational facilities, waterfront facil- 
ities, and land acquisition, $6,225,000. 

Navy auxiliary air station, Saufley Field, Florida: Operational facilities, 
$39,000. 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 


Naval air station, Alameda, California: Operational facilities, $185,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Operational facilities, and land acquisi- 
tion, $180,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $7,751,000. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Operational facilities, and land ac- 
quisition, $2,818,000. 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Crows Landing, California: Operational facil- 
ities, $39,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
$199,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California : Operational facilities, hous- 
ing, and land acquisition, $4,774,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Operational facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,199,000. 

Naval seaplane facility, Hertford, North Crolina: Operational facilities, water- 
front facilities, supply facilities, housing, and utilities, $8,051,000. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Operational facilities, $39,000. 

Naval air station, Key West, Florida: Operational facilities, $130,000. 

Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities and utilities, $30,594,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Mayport, Florida: Operational facilities, $384,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Operational facilities, $3,401,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $5,467,000. 

Naval air station, North Island, San Diego, California: Maintenance facilities, 
and supply facilities, $7,964,000. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqusition, 
$6,975,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island : Operational facilities, $882,000. 

Naval auxiliary landing field, San Clemente Island, California: Operational 
facilities, waterfront facilities, and utilities, $9,448,000. 

Naval air facility, South San Diego Bay, California: Waterfront facilities, 
$6,795,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Operational facilities, and 
land acquisition, $9,433,000. 


(Marine Corps Air Stations) 


Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Operational 
facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities, $2,632,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Operational facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, supply facilities, and utili- 
ties and ground improvements, $6,503,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California : Operational facilities, $3,736,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: Operational facilities, 
utilities, and land acquisition, $7,080,000. 

Marine Corps air facility, New River, North Carolina: Operational facilities, 
and utilities, $132,000. 
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(Special Purpose Air Stations) 


Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: Operational facilities, 
$39,000. 
Naval air station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Operational facilities, $2,209,000. 
Naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, California: Operational facilities 
(including operational facilities on San Nicolas Island) and land acquisition, 
$7,669,000. 
SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Electronics supply office, Great Lakes, Illinois: Administrative facilities, 
$92,000. 
Naval ordnance supply office, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania: Administrative 
facilities, $155,000. 
Aviation supply office, Philadelphia Pennsylvania: Administrative facilities, 
$550,000. 
MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Community facilities, $140,000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Maintenance facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $8,001,000. 

Marine Corps base, Camp Lejuene, North Carolina: Operational and training 
facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $5,147,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Training facilities, 
troop housing and community facilities, and utilities, $3,199,000. 

Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, California: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $1,469,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Community facilities, development 
and test facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,213,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California : Training facilities, $116,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twenty-Nine Palms, California: Training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and community facilities, 
$2,331,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Utilities, $316,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California : Supply facilities, $114,000. 

Naval ordnance laboratory, Corona, California: Research and development 
facilities, $494,000. 

Ordnance aerophysics laboratory, Daingerfield, Texas: Research and develop- 
ment facilities, $2,649,000. 

Applied physics laboratory, Howard County, Maryland: Research and develop- 
ment facilities, $1,452,000. 

Naval magazine, Port Chicago, California : Maintenance facilities, and utilities, 
$723,000. 

SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Housing, $1,602,000. 
Naval receiving station, Charleston, South Carolina: Housing, $1,225,000. 
Naval training center Great Lakes, Illinois: Training facilities, and housing, 
$5,598,000. 
Naval training center, San Diego, California: Training facilities, and housing, 
$5,375,000. 
COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 


Naval communication station, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational facilities, 
$443,000. 

Naval communication station, Newport, Rhode Island: Operational facilities, 
$1,397,000. 

Naval communication station, San Diego, California: Operational facilities, 
$100,000. 

Naval communication center, Stockton, California: Operational facilities, and 
land acquisition, $460,000. 

Naval radio station, Washington County, Maine: Operational facilities, and 
utilities, $13,982,000. 
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OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval research laboratory, District of Columbia: Research and development 
facilities, $180,000. 
YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, New York: Utilities, $332,000. 

Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia : Utilities, $3,244,000. 

Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, California: Supply facili- 
ties, and administrative facilities, $759,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval shipyard, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Waterfront facili- 
ties, and operational facilities, $6,076,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Maintenance facilities, hos- 
pital facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities, $3,287,000. 

Naval station, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Housing and community 
facilities, supply facilities, and ground improvements, $8,993,000. 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Hospital facilities, community facilities, and 
family housing, $4,665,000. 

Commander in Chief, Pacific Headquarters, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory 
of Hawaii: Administration facilities and utilities, $332,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $4,699,000. 

Naval station, San Juan, Puerto Rico: Utilities, $190,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval air station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands: Operational facilities, 
$428,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Canada: Family housing and community facilities, 
$13,778,000. 

Naval air station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Operational 
facilities, $2,088,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Luzon, Philippine Islands, Operational facilities, 
and land acquisition, $149,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Operational facilities, $5,730,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Keneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, Operational 
facilities, $249,000. 

Naval station, Kwajalein, Marshall Islands: Operational facilities, $69,000. 

Naval station, Midway Islands, Territory of Hawaii: Operational facilities, 
$69,000. 

Naval air facility, Naha, Okinawa: Waterfront facilities at White Beach, 
$504,000. 

Naval air station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Operational facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, housing, utilities, and land acquisition, $15,182,000. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Supply facilities, $1,550,000. 
Naval station, Guam, Mariana Islands: Community facilities, $884,000. 
Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Supply facilities, 
and utilities, $2,098,000. 
ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Maintenance facilities, 
utilities, and land acquisition, $904,000. 


COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval communication station, Adak, Alaska: Housing, $1,053,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Canada: Operational facilities, and housing, $898,000. 

Naval communication station, Finegayan, Guam: Housing, $594,000. 

Naval security group activity, Istanbul, Turkey: Operational facilities, and 
housing, $130,000. 
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Naval security group activity, Sakata, Japan: Operational facilities, $69,000. 
Naval security group activity, southern Japan: Operational facilities, hous- 
ing, and utilities and ground improvements, $726,000. 
Naval radio station, Wahiawa, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Operational facili- 
ties, $4,392,000. 
YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Public works center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $1,093,000. 

Public works center, Subic Bay, Luzon, Philippine Islands: Maintenance facili- 
ties, $393,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified naval 
installations and facilities by constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or install- 
ing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site prepar- 
ation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total amount of $67,490,000. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop research and de- 
velopment installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
necessary by new and unforeseen research and development requirements, if the 
Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion 
in the next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, inc luding 
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, oe and equipment, in the 
total amount of $5,000,000. The Secretary of the Navy, or his designee, shall 
notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of 
construction of any public work undertaken under this section, including those 
real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 204. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

Under the subheading “YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES”, with respect to “Various 
locations”, strike out “$4,500,000” and insert in place thereof $5,460,000" 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in section 202, “$86,397,000” and inserting in place thereof “$95,489,000”, 

(c) Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$138,183,000", “$86,397,000”, and 
*$256,875,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof, “$139,143,000", “$95,- 
489,000”, and rere 

Sec. 205. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIE 8” with respect to the naval auxiliary 
air station, El Centro, California, strike out “$225,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$369,000”; with respect to the Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California, 
strike out “$1,675,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,030,000” ; and with respect 
to the naval air station, Glenview, Illinois, strike out “$70,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$170,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighthy-third Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out, in section 202, “$63,358,000” and inserting in. place thereof ‘“$70,- 
656,000’. 

(c) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$102,956,000", “$63,558,000” 
*$202,.807,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof “$103,555,000", “S70,- 
656,000", and “$210,704,000" 

Sec. 206. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the a aiding “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “SHIPYARD FACILITIES’, with respect to the naval 
repair facility, San Diego, California, strike out “$629,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$1,099,000’’. 

(2) Under the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
station, Orange, Texas, strike out “$399,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$563,000”. 

(3) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Naval Air Training Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas, strike 
out “$3,686,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,292,000”; and with respect to 
the naval auxiliary air station, New Iberia, Louisiana, strike out ‘$24,361,000”" 
and insert in place thereof “$26,871,000”. 

(4) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Stations)” 
with respect to the naval air station, Alameda, California, strike out “$3,729,000” 
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and insert in place thereof ‘“$4,217,000”; with respect to the naval air station, 
Moffett Field, California, strike out “$2,581,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$4,355,000” ; and with respect to the outlying field, Whitehouse Field, Duval 
County, Florida, strike out “$1,087,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,587,000”. 

(5) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Special Purpose Air Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey, strike 
out “$16,311,000” and insert in place thereof “$17,911,000”. 

(6) Under the subheading “ORDNANCE FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
ordnance aerophysics laboratory, Daingerfield, Texas, strike out “$1,111,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,751,000” ; and with respect to the naval ordnance test 
station, Inyokern, California, strike out “$375,000” and insert in place thereof 
$475,000". 

(7) Under the subheading “SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES” with respect to the 
naval powder factory, Indian Head, Maryland, strike out “$780,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$879,000”. 

¢(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading ‘AVIATION FACILITIES” with respect to the naval sta- 
tion, Kwajelein, Marshall Islands, strike out ‘$4,411,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$5,235,000”. 

2) Under the subheading ‘“‘CcOMMUNICATION FACILITIES’, with respect to the 
naval communication facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco, strike out “$2; 
848,600" and insert in place thereof “$3,198,600”. 

(c) Publie Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in section 202 “$151,842,400” and inserting in place thereof “$152,763,400”. 

(ad) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$299,512,600”, “$107,191,300”, 
“$151,342,400", and “$564,046,300" and inserting respectively in place thereof 
“$308,463,600", “$108,365,300", $152,763,400", and ‘$575,592,300”. 

Sec. 207, (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the 
heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “SHIPYARD FACILITIES” with respect to the Naval 
Shipyard, Long Beach, California, strike out “$5,984,000” and insert in place 
thereof ‘*$8,169,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
station, Long Beach, California, strike out $2,256,000” and insert in place there- 
of "$2,623,000" ; and with respect to the naval station, Norfolk, Virginia, strike 
out “$2,844,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,340,000”. 

(3) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Fleet Support Air Stations)”’, 
With respect to the naval air station, Miramar, California, strike out “$8,835,000” 
and insert in place thereof ‘'$11,040,000”. 

(4) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Special Purpose Air Sta- 
tions)"’, with respect to the naval air missile test center, Point Mugu, California, 
strike out “$1,682,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,010,000”. 

(5) Under the subheading ‘‘SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES” with respect to the 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, strike out “$7,469,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$10,919,000”. 

(6) Under the subheading “COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
Naval Communication Station, San Francisco, California, strike out “$2,029,000” 
and insert in place thereof ‘'$3,779,000”. 

(7) Under the subheading “YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
public works center, Norfolk, Virginia, strike out “$448,000” and insert in place 
thereof $500,000". 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the heading 
“OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows : 

(1) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES”, with respect to the naval 
air station, Atsugi, Japan, strike out $1,961,000” and insert in place thereof 
"$2,337,000", 

(c) Publie Law 968, Fighty-fourth Congress, is amended by striking out in 
section 203, “$84,043,000” and inserting in place thereof “$85,939,000.” 

(d) Publie Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended by striking out in 
Clause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$292,572,000", “$61,625,000”, “$84,043,000”, 
and “S438,.240,000" and inserting respectively in place thereof ‘$303,410,000” 
“$62,001 000°”, “S85,939,000", and °$451,350,000". 


: 


’ 





12 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


TITLE III 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, +1))- 
purtenances, utilities, dnd equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 


Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $4,499,000. 

Ethan Alien Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, 
$723,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Maintenance facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Operational and training facil- 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, family housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $3,232,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Onerational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 
ities, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $5,079,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,184,000, 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Operational and training 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, $614,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Family housing, com- 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,118,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $905,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Maintenance fa- 
cilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $1,299,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,103,000. 

MecGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Supply facilities and com- 
munity facilities, $289,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, community facilities, and utilities and ground improye- 
ments, $6,889,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Supply facilities, 
community facilities, and utilites and ground improvements, $974,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Troop housing, family housing, 
community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $10,911,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $2,082,000. 

Peterson Field. Colorado Springs, Colorado: Land acquisition, $136,000, 

Portland International Airport, Portland, Oregon: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground iin- 
provements, $4,328,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Community facilities, 
$244,009. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $7,804,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,898,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Operational and training 
facilities and supply facilities, $248,000. 








l- 


1g 
wl 


In- 


ili- 
tal 


ve 
es 
ug, 
ly 
nd 
ing 
In- 
es, 
in- 
Ot). 
Op 


4M), 
ing 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 13 


Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Supply facilities, community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate improvement, 
$2,149,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New York: Supply 

facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $1,144,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and real estate improvements, $1,024,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Maintenance facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground im- 
provements, $3,186,000 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facili- 
ties, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,909,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $217,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, mainteance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land ac- 
quisition, $48,178,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY 


United States Air Force Academy, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$21,341,000. 

AIR MATERIAL COMMAND 


Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Troop housing, $405,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, utilities and ground improve 
ments, and land acquisition, $10,675,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Operational and training facilities, and 
troop housing, $1,911,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Maintenance facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $899,000. 

Mallory Air Force Station, Memphis, Tennessee: Operational and training 
facilities, $1,561,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: Utilities and ground 
improvements, $2,438,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $5,042,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Maintenance facilities, 
and troop housing, $1,673,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $20,507,000. 

Rushmore Air Force Station, Rapid City, South Dakota: Community facilities, 
$56,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$2,674,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Operational and training facilities, 
$1,960,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Operational and training 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, com- 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,096,000. 


AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 
Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Research development, and test 


facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $6,784,000. 
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AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, research, development, and test facilities, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,987,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Operational and training 
facilities, research, development, and test facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $11,869,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: Community facili- 
ties, $206,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,823,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, 
supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $4,029,000. 

-atrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
research, deyelopment, and test facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improve- 
ments, $2,988,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $5,109,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $2,193,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land acquisition, $8,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and community facilities, $489,000. 

Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas: Community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $424,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Community facilities, $191,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Operational and: training facili- 
ties, troop housing, and community facilities, $2,209,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, supply facili- 
ties, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi- 
tion, $2,110,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, and land acquisition, $8,249,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Troop housing, community facili- 
ties, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate improvements, $763,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and’community facilities, $988,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Community facilities, $436,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $460,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,858,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational and training facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, and land acquisition, $5,909,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $1,480,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and 
real estate improvements, $4,442,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Troop housing, and community facilities, 
$1.945,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and land acquisition, $1,977,000. 

Vineent Air Force Base, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $13,156,000. 
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Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities, and 
ground improvements, $4,118,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, com- 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $865,000. 


AIR UNIVERSITY 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Land acquisition, $300,000. 
CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia : Operational and training facilities, 
and family housing, $247,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utilities and ground improve- 
ments, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $963,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Aeronautical chart and information center, St. Louis, Missouri: Utilities and 
ground improvements, $60,000. 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational and training 
facilities, $920,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Supply facilities and 
utilities and ground improvements, $2,216,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational and training facilities, 
troop housing, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,089,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Maintenance facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $595,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and community facilities, $848,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and community 
facilities, $3,344,000. 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, $9,680,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,487,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and troop housing, $5,557,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $11,516,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana : Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, community 
facilities, and land acquisiton, $10,009,000. 

Carswell Ar Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, troop housing, land acquisition, and real estate improve- 
ments, $2,249,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improve- 
ments, land acquisition, and real estate improvements, $3,326,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $536,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, 
community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,468,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,411,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $14,759,000. 

Dyess Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Community facilities, $100,000. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $2,258,000. 


93272—57——3 








16 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Fairchild Air Foree Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, $1,480,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
and supply facilities, $1,357,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Community facilities, $34,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $19,- 


389,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Maintenance facilities, 
$380,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Troop housing and community 
facilities, $994,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Real estate improve- 
ments, $179,000. 


Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $13,112,000. 

Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
250,000. 

Lineoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Land acquisition, $37,000. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,364,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

7,322,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $936,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $3,518,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, and troop housing, $2,372,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Maintenance facili- 
ties, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
2,022,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,681,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$3,271,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Supply facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $931,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Supply facilities, 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,344,000. 

Schilling Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $3,892,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $3,528,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $8,628,090. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $9,697,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Operational and 
training facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $2,073,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, and community facilities, $235,000. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Maintenance facilities, admini- 
strative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $2,149,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greeneville, South Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, troop housing and community facilities, $1,623,000. 
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England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Troop housing, community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,558,000. 

Foster Air Force aBse, Victoria, Texas: Community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $760,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Supply facilities, and com- 
munity facilities, $2,478,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Supply facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,255,000. 

Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Maintenance 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, land acquisition, and real-estate 
improvements, $1,204,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Community facilities, $745,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 
ities, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, 
and real-estate improvements, $11,535,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Troop housing and commu- 
nity facilities, $1,184,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Operational and training facili- 
ties, and family housing, $3,252,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $229,000. 
AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, family housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $22,148,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


EFielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, $430,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and community facilities, $4,742,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and training facilities, $350,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Community facilities, $1,630,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilitis, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui- 
sition, $11,500,000. 

AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, and community facili- 


ties, $1,366,000. 
CARIBBEAN AIR COMMAND 


Howard Air Force Base, Canal Zone: Operational and training facilities, 
$1,400,000. 
FAR EAST AIR FORCES 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational and training facilities, 
troop housing, and community facilities, $2,642,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $17,024,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $15,006,000. 
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STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Andersen Air Force Base, Guam : Community facilities, $820,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational and training facilities, com- 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,975,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $59,613,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real-estate 
improvements, $34,960,000. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $170,000. 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, hospital and medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $70,- 
000,000. 

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND TEST FACILITIES 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
research, development, and test facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 
ities, hospital and medical facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $4,000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop classified 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, re- 
habilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total 
amount of $65,000,000. 

Sec. 303. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “ark DEFENSE COMMAND’’—with respect to Pescadero 
Consolan Station, Pescadero, California, strike out “$224,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$584,000”. 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND”—with respect to Clinton- 
Sherman Airport, Clinton, Oklahoma, strike out “$11,393,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$12,686,000”; and strike out “$1,463,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,756,000”. 

Under the subheading “CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND’’—with respect to Mitchel 
Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York, strike out “$729,000” and insert in place 
thereof ‘$929,000"; and strike out “$686,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$886,000”. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND"—with respect to 
Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, strike out “$27,478,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$29,442,000”; and strike out “$16,192,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$18,156,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (3) of section 502 so much as reads ‘“$406,120,000” and “$415,- 
949,000” and inserting in place thereof ‘$409,937,000” and “$419,766,000”, re- 
spectively. 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Fighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended, 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES”, as follows: 

Under the subheading ““ATR DEFENSE COM MAND"’— 

(1) with respect to Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington, strike out “$1,716,- 
000” and insert in place thereof, “$2,717,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Grand Forks site, North Dakota, strike out “$7,709,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$9,220,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, 
strike out “$2,029,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,195,000” ; 
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(4) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike out “$6,603,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$7,268,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Oxnard Air Force Base, Oxnard, California, strike out 
“$9 445,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,935,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan, 
strike out “$5,526,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,445,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio, 
strike out “$742,000” and insert in place thereof “$893,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona, strike out 
“$2,107,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,676,000”. 

Under the subheading “ATR MATERIEL COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama, strike out 
“$4,170,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,728,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, strike out 
“$15,803,000” and insert in place thereof “$16,654,000” ; 

(3) with respect to McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California, 
strike out “$9,522,000” and insert in place thereof “$11,970,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, strike 
out “$12,001,000” and insert in place thereof “$14,508,000”. 

Under the subheading “ATR TRAINING COMMAND” — 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas, strike out 
“$3,438,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,876,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas, strike 
out “$4,081,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,088,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi, 
strike out “$500,000” and insert in place thereof $545,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Harlingen Air Force Base, Harlingen, Texas, strike out 
“$446,000” and insert in place thereof “$529,000” ; 

(5) with respect to James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas, strike 
out “$883,000” and insrt in place thereof “$1,129,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California, strike 
out “$1,516,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,998,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas, strike out 
“$1,076,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,304,000” ; 

(8) With respect to Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona, strike 
out “$1,215,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,556,000”. 

Under the subheading “HEADQUARTERS COMMAND”—with respect to Bolling Air 
Force Base, Washington, District of Columbia, strike out “$520,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$825,000”. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND”—with respect 
to Indian Springs Air Force Base (Kirtland Auxiliary Numbered 1), Clark, 
Nevada, strike out “$555,500” and insert in place thereof “$624,500”, 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas, strike 
out “$5,929,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,363,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine, strike out 
$11,155,000” and insert in place thereof “$12,218,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California, strike out 
“$9,769,000” and insert in place thereof “$11,473,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico, strike 
out “$6,657,000” and insert in place thereof “$8,324,000”. 

Under the subheading “TACTICAL AIR COMMAND” — 

(1) with respect to Alexandria Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana, 
strike out “$2,684,000” and insert in place thereof “3,527,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana, strike out 
“$559,000” and insert in place thereof “$611,000” ; 

(3) with respect to George Air Force Base, Victorville, California, strike 
out “$1,598,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,905,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington, strike 
out “$4,724,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,197,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee, strike out 
“$3,589,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,010,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Bighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “Ovutstpe ConTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “ALASKAN AIR COMMAND”’—with respect to Galena Air- 
field, strike out “$518,000” and insert in place thereof “$735,000”. 
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Under the subheading “AREA CONTROL NAVIGATIONAL AIps”—with respect to vari- 
ous locations, strike out “$526,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$1,394,000’. 

(c) Public Law 161, Bighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$801,256,000”, ““$532,454,000”; and 
“$1,339,060,000” and inserting in place thereof “$824,300,000”, “$533,539,000”, and 
“$1,363,189,000”, respectively. 5 

Src. 305. (a) Public Law 968, Highty-fourth Congress, is amended, under the 
heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND”’— 

(1) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota, strike 
out “$863,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,469,000” ; . 

(2) with respect to Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington, strike out 
“$2,827,000” and insert in plaee thereof “$3,079,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana, strike 
out “$2,470,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,080,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North 
Dakota, strike out “$18,969,000” and insert in place thereof “$30,521,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri, 
strike out “$1,673,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,781,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, 
strike out “$2,156,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,336,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, 
Oregon, strike out “$1,130,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,560,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota, strike out 
“$21,215,000” and insert in place thereof “$27,035,000” ; 

(9) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 
York, strike out “$3,030,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,409,000” ; 

(10) with respect to Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California, strike 
out “$2,392,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,779,000” ; 

(11) with respect to Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa, strike 
out “$2,288,000” and insert-in place thereof “$2,900,000” ; 

(12) with respect to Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin, strike out 
“$4,876,000” and insert in place thereof “$8,726,000” ; 

(13) with respect to Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan, strike 
out “$3,278,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,808,000” ; 

(14) with respect to various locations, strike out “$21,510,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$26,201,000”. 

Under the subheading “ATR MATERIEL COM MAND”’—- 

(1) with respect to Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, strike out 
“$17,966,000” and insert in place thereof “$22,005,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine, 
strike out “$473,000” and insert in place thereof $745,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington, 
strike out “$129,000” and insert in place thereof “$251,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, 
strike out “$5,990,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,763,000”. 

Under the subheading “ATR TRAINING COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas, strike out 
“$17,121,000” and insert in place thereof “$26,471,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama, strike out 
“$18,000” and insert in place thereof “$22,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas, strike 
out “$24,433,000” and insert in place thereof “$33,858,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada, strike out 
“$2,221,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,063,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, strike out 
“$977,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,064,000”. 

Under the subheading “arr UNIVERSITY”’—with respect to Maxwell Air Force 
cane Montgomery, Alabama, strike out ‘$215,000’ and insert in place thereof 
“se 1 ,000”. 

Under the subheading “CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND’ — 

(1) with respect to Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California, strike 
out “$13,395,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,993,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia, strike 
out “$345,000” and insert in place thereof, $500,000”. 

Under the subheading “RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND” — 
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(1) with respect to Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts, 
strike out “$6,939,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,530,000” ; 

(2) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, strike out 
“$5,488,000” and insert in place thereof “$7, 220, 000”. 

Under the subheading “STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

(1) with respect to Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas, strike out 
“$922,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,190,000” ; 
“(2) with respect to Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California, strike 
out “$2,179,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,643,000” ; 

(3) with respect to Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi, 
strike out “$14,518,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,322,000” ; 

(4) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota, 
strike out “$943,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,075,000” ; 

(5) with respect to Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida, strike 
out “$1,694,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘‘$1,966,000” ; 

(6) with respect to Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio, strike 
out “$4,952,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,880,000” ; 

(7) with respect to Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana, 
strike out “$1,236,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,586,000” ; 

(8) with respect to Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 
Idaho, strike out “$2,064,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,607,000” ; 

(9) with respect to Offutt Air Force Buse, Omaha, Nebraska, strike out 
“$5,697,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,155,000” ; 

(10) with respect to Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New 
York, strike out ‘$1,491,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,027,000” ; 

(11) with respect to Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, strike out “$661,000” and insert in place thereof “$720,000” ; 

(12) with respect to Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico, strike 
out “$2,791,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$3,181,000”. 

Under the subheading “TACTICAL AIR COMMAND’—with respect to Langley 
Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia, strike out “$2,613,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,785,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the heading 
“OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES” as follows: 

Under the subheading “NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND”’—with respect to various 
locations, strike out “$75,650,000” and insert in place thereof “$94,197,000”. 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 402 the amounts “$742,873,000”, ‘‘$405,061,000", and “$1,360,- 
934,000” and inserting in place thereof “$811,342,000", ‘“$423,608,000”, and 
“$1,447,950,000"’, respectively. 

Sec. 306. Subsection (b) of section 302 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 
991, 1012), is amended to read as follows: 

“(b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding with construction 
made necessary by changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, 
new and unforseen research and development requirements, or improved produc- 
tion schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such 
construction for inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act 
would be inconsistent with interests of national security, and in connection there- 
with to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or tem- 
porary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching 
a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work 
undertaken under this subsection, including those real estate actions pertaining 
thereto.” 

TITLE IV 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to estab- 
lish or develop installations and facilities under this Act without regard to sec- 
tions 3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and sections 4774 (d) 
and 9774 (d) of title 10, United States Code. The authority to place permanent 
or temporary improvements on land includes authority for surveys, adminis- 
tration, overhead, planning and supervision incident to construction. That 
authority may be exercised before title to the land is approved under section 
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355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and even though the land is held tem- 
porarily. The authority to acquire real estate or land includes authority to make 
surveys and to acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary use), 
by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owmed land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be nec- 
essary for fhe purposes of this Act, but appropriations for public works projects 
authorized by titles I, II, and IIT shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $128,821,000; outside the U nited 
States, $46,502,000; section 102, $143,002,000; section 108, $5,000,000; or 
a total of $23,325,000 ; 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $281,337,000; outside the United 
Statés, $81,272,000; section 202, $67,490,000; section 203 $5,000,000; or a 
total of $435,099,000 ; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $509,286,000; outside the 
a States, $228,628,000 ; section 302, $65,000,000; or a total of $802,914,- 


Sec. 43. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or III of this Act may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary concerned, be inc reased by 5 per centum for projects 
inside the United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the United 
States. However, the total cost of all projects in each such title may not be 
more than the total amount authorized to be appropriated for projects in that 
title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with section 2313 (b) of 
title 1, United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for the estab- 
lishment or development of military installations and facilities in foreign 
countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods for adequately auditing those contracts; the 
President. may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall be awarded, 
insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if 
the national security will not be impaired and the award is consistent with chap- 
ter 137 of title 10, United States Code and section 15 of the Act of August 9, 
1955 (69 Stat. 547, 551). 

Sec. 406. (a) The Secretary of a military department may acquire any interest 
in land that— 

(1) he or his designee determines is needed in the interest of national de- 
fense ; and 

(2) does not cost more than $25,000 (exclusive of administrative costs 
and the amounts of any deficiency judgments). 

This section does not authorize the acquisition, as part of the same project, of 
two or more contiguous parcels of land that together cost more than $25,000. 

(b) Section 406 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1015) is hereby 
repealed. 

Sec. 407. As of July 1, 1958, all authorizations for military public works to be 
accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the 
establishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all 
authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts approved 
before August 8, 1953, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later author- 
ization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions ; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts in whole or in part 
before July 1, 1958, and authorizations for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, 
Highty-second Congress ; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in sections 2231-2238 of title 10, United States Code, as 
amended (50 U. S. C.. 882, 883, 885, 886) ; 

(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of Communications, 
France, in the amount of $60,000,000 that is contained in title I, section 102, 
of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress. 
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(6) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 410 of the Act of August 
3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1016), the authorization for (a) development of classi- 
fied facilities in the amount of $6,439,000 that is contained in title I, section 
102, of the Act of September 28, 1951 (65 Stat. 336, 343), and (b) develop- 
ment of classified facilities in the amount of $6,654,000 that is contained in 
title I, section 102, of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 609). 

Sec. 408. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as 
amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1957, 1958, and 1959, the Secretaries of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities 
at or near military tactical installations for assignment as public quarters to 
military personnel and their dependents, if any, without rental charge upon a 
determination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, that there is a lack 
of adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical installations. 
Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family or individual unit basis and 
not more than five thousand or such units may be so leased at any one time. 
Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities may be made out of ap- 
propriations available for maintenance and operation but may not exceed $150 
a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 409. (a) Family quarters to be constructed under the authority of titles 
I, II, and III of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), shall be subject to 
the net floor area limitations respectively prescribed in sections 4774, 7574, and 
9774 of title 10, United States Code. 

(b) Section 404 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), is hereby 
repealed. 

Sec. 410. Title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(a) Section 4774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from appro- 
priated funds for enlisted members of the Army may be four-bedroom quarters 
having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

(b) Section 7574 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

“(d) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from appro- 
priated funds for enlisted members of the Navy may be four-bedroom quarters 
having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

(ec) Section 9774 is amended by adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

“(f) Not more than 15 percent of the family quarters constructed from appro- 
priated funds for enlisted members of the Air Force may be four-bedroom quar- 
ters having a net floor area of 1,250 square feet or less.” 

Sec. 411. Section 419 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1018) is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Seo. 419. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Act or of any other 
provision of law except a provision of law hereafter enacted expressly in limita- 
tion hereof, no contract shall be entered into by the United States for the con- 
struction or acquisition of family housing units under title IV of the Housing 
Amendments of 1955, as amended, by or for the use of military or civilian per- 
sonnel of any of the military services unless— 

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted to the Armed Services Com- 
mittees of the Senate and of the House of Representatives a written report 
stating the intent to construct or acquire such units, certifying that the 
number of units to be constructed or acquired is consistent with the long 
range troop strength to be stationed at the location of such units, and show- 
ing the location, number, and estimated cost of such housing units, and the 
existing housing at such location; and 

(2) a fifteen-day period has elapsed since the submission of such report.” 

Sec. 412. The second paragraph of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 1954 
(68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“The Department of Defense shall pay the Commodity Credit Corporation, 
from appropriations otherwise available for the payment of quarters allowances 
for military personnel and from appropriate allotments or rental charges for 
civilian personnel, amounts equal to the quarters allowances or allotments other- 
wise payable to or the rental charges collected from personnel occupying any 
housing constructed or acquired under authority of this section after deducting 
amounts chargeable for the maintenance and operation of such housing: Pro- 
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vided, That such payments shall not exceed the dollar equivalent of the value of 
the foreign currencies used for all such construction or acquisition.” 

Senator Srennis. In addition, I understand now that the Depart- 
ment of Defense is requesting additional increases and authorizations 
provided under previous laws, in the amount of approximately $181 
million, or a total to be considered in this bill of approximately 
$1,742 million. 

It is our perpore to take testimony on the general aspects of the 
entire bill this morning and, following that, to take up the general 
provisions; as soon as convenient thereafter, take the testimony from 
the Air Force, the Army, and the Navy, in that order. 

Dependent upon the pressure of other matters and the availability 
of witnesses, we plan to continue our hearings at 10 or 10:30 each 
morning, and 2 or 2:30 in the afternoons on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
and Thursday of each week, until the entire bill has been covered. 

Before you start, Mr. Secretary, I might say that I have had the 
opportunity of briefly glancing over your statement, and it appears 
to be a very fine one. 

At this time I want to state that while it is the committee’s intent 
to review thoroughly all aspects of the bill we, nevertheless, propose 
to direct our major attention to policy areas incident to the military 
requirements involved and not specifically to the routine items of 
repetition. 

Let me say this, gentlemen, to all witnesses: The committee mem- 
bers here are not experts in this subject matter. We have personal 
knowledge of a very few of these items. When we conclude these 
hearings we want to feel as if you gentlemen have pointed out all the 
material facts and, at least partly, both sides on these questions. 

Of course, we know you come here to justify the authorization, but 
I never did like, as a judge, to decide a case on what we call an ex 
parte hearing, just hearing 1 side or 1 slant or 1 angle of the matter. 
I think all of you are under a positive duty, without being expressly 
asked, to disclose any material fact or any material aspect of matter 
which is being taken up. 

It is not enough to say, well, he didn’t ask me that, because of the 
peculiar nature of these hearings; they are different from ordinary 
hearings, and it is not a contested matter. We are all here trying 
to serve the ends of sound government and the necessities of the case. 

So let me point out that I am asking all witnesses now who come 
here to give a full picture and disclose matters that have a bearing 
on these major decisions, without being expressly asked. 

It stands to reason if we are to have a certain number of personnel 
in our Armed Forces, they must be adequately housed and provided 
with essential facilities in the construction fields. 

I want to specifically inquire into the Department’s planned acqui- 
sition and disposal policies, its family housing requirements, its uti- 
lization and retention of high-cost properties and the long-rang pur- 
poses of the bill. 

I am pleased to note in the opening paragraphs of your statement, 
Mr. Secretary, you state that during the 12-month period ending 
December 31, 1956, a total of $1,169 million in construction contract 
awards were made, and that 93 percent of this amount was awarded 
by formally advertised competitive bids. 
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If I am correctly informed, the services originally requested that 
new authorizations totaling approximately $3,641 million be included 
in the fiscal year 1958 bill, and that the current request of $1,561 million 
represents approximately a 57 percent reduction. 

Gentlemen, I know there has been a lot of ironing out and a lot of 
pressing out some of the water in these requests and cutting away some 
of the excess fat; and we are going to rely, in part, upon the guideline 
that you have laid down here. You, too, are to be thanked for the 
work you have already done on the bill. 

T'am not what you call an oldtimer on Capito] Hill, but I have been 
here several years, and one of the most wholesome things I have seen 
happen—it just blew up from the people themselves—has been this 
great wave of, I don’t think we can call it extreme economy—I don’t 
think that is exactly the right word—but a great, strong desire to 
take a second look at things and see if we can’t hold matters down 
some, and eventually pay something on the Nation’s debt and even- 
tually reduce taxes. 

I think it is one of the saving aspects of our form of government. 
T think it is to be encouraged, for if the people are not encouraged in 
the way they feel about these things, it will be a long time, maybe, 
before they take up a real interest again. 

I don’t think anyone, though, wants to restrict or restrain the mili- 
tary program or cut into its vital parts. I think there is a good deal 
of difference of opinion as to just what is vital. You won’t find proof 
of that any quicker than among the services themselves, as you gentle- 
men so well know. 

I appreciate your being here, and I want to hear from you, and 
anything in addition to those matters you have in your statement, Mr. 
Secretary, we will be glad to hear from you. Any matters that you 
have off the record that you want to say, we will be delighted to hear 
from you, and may I say this: 

We have been impressed with the way you went to work when you 
came into your present position and how you have stayed with it, and 
we commend you for it and thank you for it, and I know you are going 
to be of great help to the Congress at this session in passing sound 
legislation. 

Mr. Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I deeply appreciate those 
remarks. 

Of course, you are aware of the fact that it is a pretty sprawling, 
large organization, and notwithstanding the fact that I have been 
aboard now something over a year, I realize more than anyone else at 
— point how much there is to cover and how much more I should 

ow. 

I have tried in this statement to stick to the highlights and the gen- 
eral principles of the bill, and to give you some indication as to how 
we have gone about arriving at the substance of the bill as it now 
stands. 

In that connection, and in proper recognition of the efforts of the 
military departments, I would like to assure you that all of these 
substantial reductions, as related to the original requests, were not 
accomplished simply on the strength of the Secretary of Defense or 
the properties and installation group, but by the very zealous and com- 
plete cooperation of the military representatives. 
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It is quite obvious in building up these requests field organizations, 
field commands, naturally, ask for as much as they can possibly justify, 
and it is quite a problem on the part of the staff of the military de- 
partments, I assure you, and I am sure you know, to coordinate those 
and bring them into focus and, through the joint efforts of our team, 
peer ns 9 a point which is compatible with the capacity of the country 
to . 

With those preliminary remarks, sir, I would like to start on my 
statement, which appears, I am sure, to be rather voluminous, but, 
as you have noticed, undoubtedly for the benefit of the record, I have 
inserted some tabulations which I will not take the trouble or the 
time at this point in my appearance to read in total, but to ask, with 
your permission, that they be made a part of the record. 

Senator Stennis. Certainly ; without objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. Bryant. Thank you, sir. 

I should like to briefly summarize the progress which has been made 
on the previous years’ construction authorized by this committee. I 
shall then provide information on the development of this year’s bill, 
and outline the contents and objectives of its titles I, Il, III and IV 
covering the Army, Navy, and Air Force projects, and the general pro- 
visions. 

You made reference to my material and the point made with re- 
spect to the percentage of bids that had been awarded under com- 
petitive bids. In addition to that, you probably also know, from the 
text of my statement, of the total of $14,032 million appropriations for 
military construction from fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1957, 
$13,529,400,000, or 97 percent, has been allocated to field construction 
offices for contract award as of February 28, 1957. The major portion 
of this amount, $12,863 million, or 95 percent, represents work that 
has already been completed. During the 12-month period ending De- 
cember 31, 1956, a total of $1,169,066,300 in construction awards were 
made, and 93 percent of this amount was awarded by formally adver- 
tised competitive bids. 

We believe this is in accordance with public law, and certainly the 
expressed desires of this committee, and the policies of the Department 
of Defense. 


DEVELOPMENT OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1958 BILL 


After their initial planning and preparation at the respective Army, 
Navy, and Air Force bases, the projects comprising the annual author- 
ization program are consolidated and screened by the various inter- 
mediate service headquarters. Following this, these projects are re- 
viewed at the headquarters of the three respective departments. 

After transmittal to my office, each line item in these programs is 
carefully reviewed and all questionable items were discussed with rep- 
resentatives of the three departments. Asa result of this latter review, 
the programs submitted by the three departments were reduced from 
their original total of $3,641 million to an approved total of $2,098 
million. 

Following this reduction, the departments were required to still 
further reduce these programs to a total of $1,770,315,000, in order that 
a proper balance could be maintained between the new and the residual 
authorizations to be funded from fiscal year 1958 appropriations. 
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I am sure that this committee is aware of the detailed review and 
screening procedures which are followed within the Office of the Sec- 
retary of Defense in the examination of our annual construction auth- 
orization bill. These include a careful study of each project by mem- 
bers of my office and by members of other interested offices of the 
Secretary of Defense. Each line item is reviewed from the stand- 
point of necessity, scope, cost, location, and proper design. 

This year, we have made special efforts to eliminate new projects 
on which no previous work had been undertaken, and which could be 
deferred to future years without seriously affecting military opera- 
tions. 

Senator STENNIs. You say you have eliminated new projects? You 
are not asking that they be deauthorized, are you ? 

Mr. Bryant. In some instances, as I will point out as I go along 
here. We are obliged to cut out certain authorized but unobligated 
activities after a period of years. We have been using 5 years, and 
we have an automatic cutoff. Some others which are involved in the 
sentence to which you refer are eliminated in this particular bill. They 
may not be eliminated in total. Some are deferred, with the knowl- 
edge that they are going to proceed. 

1 believe there will always be a gray area in which some projects 
already authorized and not carried out will be lost, due to the passage 
of time, because they may ultimately be found not to be necessary 
within the period that they are delayed. So there is a questionable 
area in there. 

Some of these are deferred and some may actually be entirely elimi- 
nated. 

In any event, this program has received our closest scrutiny. 

After the Department of Defense review of this bill was completed, 
the Bureau of the Budget conducted a still further review based on the 
most rigid concept of economy, such as deferring the replacement of 
inany World War II structures and rephasing certain new work until 
future years, as a result of which the program was reduced to the 
amounts shown in titles I, II and III of the bill now before this com- 
mittee, which, as you stated, Mr. Chairman, total $1,561,338,000— 
$323,325,000 in title I; $435,099,000 in title IT; and $802,914,000 in 
title EIT. 

This final reduction conforms to a corresponding reduction of $200 
million in the fiscal year 1958 new obligational authority which was 
made by the President on April 18, 1957. We feel that this is the 
minimum amount needed to satisfactorily support the missions as- 
signed to our military forces. 

Senator Srennts. May I interrupt you there just a minute? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What is the effect of reducing these amounts? 
Do you take them out of this year and defer them to next year? 

Mr. Bryant. In some instances it is a matter of time phasing as to 
the absolute requirement in a given year of certain elements of au- 
thorization which are desired. 

As I said, some of those will be, undoubtedly, built into the bill in 
the following year, and perhaps the following fiscal year beyond that, 
depending upon the degree of necessity. Some of them will drop out, 
sir. 
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The table which follows, and which I will not read, is for the benefit 
of the committee, and is a review of the status of all military construc- 
tion authorizations through fiscal years 1948 to date, and is seif-ex- 
planatory, I believe. 

The highlight of that actually is to indicate that the residual au- 

thorization available at the end of fiscal 1958, and which has not been 
obligated, is $1,933 million, as compared with the residual authoriza- 
tion available at the end of fiscal 1957 of $2,169 million. 

The point is this: We have been trying assiduously to minimize the 
carryover of unobligated but authorized projects, ‘being more real- 
istic in the matter of relationship between authorization and appro- 
priation. 

(The table referred to (p. 4) is as follows :) 


STATUS OF MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATIONS 


In order that the committee may review the status of all military construc- 
tion authorization through fiscal years 1948 to date, the following summary is 
provided (all figures represent $1 million) : 





























Army Navy |AirForce} Total 
Total authorizations: Fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1957 $4, 065 $3, 333 $10, 882 $18, 280 
Less authorization rescinded by sec. 204, Public Law 534, | 
62d Cong.-......... 0 —17 0 —17 
Less authorization rescinded by title VI, Public Law, 209, | 5 
83d Cong- : —271 | —78 —399 —748 
Less authorization rescinded by sec. 302 (b), Public Law | 
TRA, GP O6R6 a cagd-gcs s cis0s> : 0 | 0 —37 —37 
Less authorization “repealed by sec. 511, “Public Law 161, | 
84th Cong-___- —297 —190 —484 —971 
Less estimated authorization to be repealed by see. 410, 
Public Law 968, 84th Cong_- —61 —45 —200 —306 
Less total appropriations, fiscal year 1948 | through fiscal 
year 1957__ ine Seeraces —3, 048 —2, 745 —8, 239 — 14, 032 
Residual authorization to be available at end fiscal year 
Bettis ccudallihicusddctdontusehead 388 258 1, 523 2, 169 
Additional new authorization proposed. by fiscal year 1958 bill +323 +435 +803 +1, 561 
Increases in prior years, authorizations eens by fiscal vt eee 
og Eee eee eee ce sabi +23 +43 +115 +181 
Total of fiseal year 1957 residual and proposed fiscal year 
ee aaa 734 736 2, 441 3, 911 
Less estimated authorization to be repealed by sec. 406 of fiscal 
SIE, S28 bate oon 8b dbo dcie po dddeabindsdebpaed -8 —10 —50 —68 
Less estimated authorization available for rescission as reported 
under provisions of sec. 408 (b), Public Law 564, 81st Cong_--- —10 0 0 —10 
Less proposed fiscal year 1958 appropriation .._..............-- —362 —385 | —1,153 —1, 900 
Residual authorization to be available at end of fiscal year 
Di ninss2 0h. cenianed 5 Cee a aeaE Rese dances 354 341 1, 238 1, 933 





Mr. Bryant. This tabulation illustrates that the amount of residual 
authorization available to the three military departments is being 
steadily reduced each fiscal year. This means that each year the low- 
est priority projects are eliminated through the annual rescission of 
unfunded authorization over 5 years old. 
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Consequently, the balance of residual authorization left available 
is steadily being reviewed, and consists of both urgently needed pro- 
jects, and other projects for which the requirement has changed due to 
revisions in missions and weapons. 

That is an important factor, Senator, in relation to your question 
about the certainty or uncertainty of some of these projects coming 
back into the picture. This is a changing—and you well know this 
better, perhaps, than I do—so far as weapon development is concerned, 
and I would venture to guess, with my limited experience, that many 
of the preconceived—and properly—items will be found as progress 
is made in the development of new weapons to be unnecessary, and 
perhaps unwise. 

Consequently, I think it is appropriate that we do proceed with 
great caution at this particular time, which, I believe, also corresponds 
with your own philosophy. 

The military departments are each using part of their annual con- 
struction appropriations to assure continued progress on the most 
urgent of these residual projects. The balance of their annual appro- 
priation is applied to essential new authorizations. 

It is necessary that a proper balance and control be maintained 
between these two segments of the program, so that construction can 
satisfactorily proceed on both residual and new authorization, at a 
rate which is in proper relationship to the funds the Defense Depart- 
ment can make available for military construction. 

In order to achieve this, the amount of new authorization requested 
this year has been closely limited and consists mainly of additional 
increments on projects already underway, items required to support 
new weapons developments, and essential modernization of our ei 
It is intended to fund and utilize all of this new authorization during 
fiscal year 1958. 

I have felt, to save your time, that I would give you the highlights 
of the summary of the bill, the major program objectives which are 
proposed by this legislation, a summary of the most important projects 
in each of the three titles, showing the amount and percentage of 
authorization devoted to each. A further analysis is also provided 
showing a summation of the various categories of facilities for which 
authorization is requested in each of the three titles. 

The following pages are pursuant to that undertaking, and the 
reason for which I ask that they be included in the record is, first, as 
you will note, it is a summary of program objectives contained in 
title I of the Army, showing in round numbers the various pro- 
gramed types and what they generally cover. 

Unless you feel that I should read these 

Senator Stennis. That is page 6? 

Mr. Bryant. That is page 6. 

Senator Stennis. That is not classified ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. You want to put it in the record ? 

Mr. Bryant. And page 7. All of this has been cleared. 

Senator Stennis. We will lay in 6 and 7. 
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(Pages 6 and 7 of Mr. Bryant’s prepared statement are as follows :) 


Summary of program objectives contained in title I (Army) 


Amount Pereent 

















For construction of classified facilities required for Nike and other antiaircraft 
defense measures in both continental United States and overseas. -_. $123, 000, 000 38.1 
For troop housing in the continental United States and overseas areas, including 
$45,000,000 for permanent barracks, messes, and administration and supply 
buildings, to accommodate 14,808 enlisted men, and permanent bachelor officers’ 
quarters spaces to accommodate 360 officers. The remaining $3,000,000 will pro- 
vide 1,447 semipermanent barracks spaces and 34 bachelor officers’ quarters 
spaces ‘at temporary installations in the continental United St: ates and in over- | 
seas base-rights areas. | 48, 000, 000 
For essential airfield and heliport. facilities at major installations throughout the 
United States and in overseas areas to support the Army’s aviation program 21, 000, 000 
For 415 units of family housing in the continental United States and overseas Ter- | 
ritories and possessions. 150 of these units are required for officer personne! sta- 
tioned at bases in Alaska, where housing needs cannot be fulfilled, because of | 
area and cost limitations, under the provisions of the Capehart Act. 250 units 
will be at antiaircraft sites and 15 units at sites along the recently completed 
Alaska pipeline __- 13, 000, 000 | 4.0 
For a general supply depot and 3 storage facilities with miscellaneous support items 
along the line of communications in France | 21, 000, 000 6.5 
For research and development facilities in the continental United States, inc luding 
a $2,500,000 laboratory at Dartmouth University to support studies on Arctic 
construction problems: $7.500,000 for research and development facilities at White | 
Sands Proving Ground; and other research and development facilities at various 
stations ____. 
For improvements to troop housing and support facilities in Korea... 
For construction of classified facilities in the continental United States and in 
UCN GEO so on once ne 28, 000, 000 8.8 
For hospital and medical facilities to include a new 134/200 bed hospit: il at Fort 
Lee, Va., estimated to cost $3,000,000; and other medical facilities, dental clinics 
and dispensaries. 4, 000, 000 1.2 
For community, welfare, ‘and ‘morale facilities in the U nited States and ‘overseas 
areas to include commissaries, noncommissioned officers’ clubs, officers open 
messes, chapels, post exchanges, enlisted men service clubs, theaters, and 
libraries_ a a I i nen ct he nice | 4, 000, 000 1,2 
For fee acquisition of 8 acres and easement over 428 acres ‘at 3 perm: inent installa- 
tions, and fee acquisition of 933 areas and easement over 722 acres at various Nike 


14.9 





6.! 





15, 000, 000 4.7 
10, 000, 000 3.0 





and other antiaircraft installations... ____- 1, 800, 000 8 
For continuation of other essential programs to include training facilities, admin- 
istrative facilities; covered, open and ammunition storage facilities; harhor and 
waterfront facilities; post engineer facilities; field maintenance shops: and utili- 
ties, to include electricity, water, heat, sewage, roads and streets, railroads, and 

ground improvements. -...--..--..-- sed alah tigekhneRecpeb asian @ ; 35, 000, 000 10.8 

ciabatta adlneretialhn anes Gund oka tngiioetedoushe «odes onbdieeioe «dna 323, 000, 000, 100. 0 





Mr. Bryant. Page 8 is a different arrangement, which shows the 
analysis of title I (Army) by category type of facilities to be pro- 
vided, indicating the amounts and percentage in the Zone of Interior 
and overseas, and the total requested authorization for that title. 

(P.8 of Mr. Bryant’s prepared statement is as follows:) 


Analysis of title I (Army) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 


| . | 
Zone of | Percent | Overseas; Percent | Total | Percent 


Interior | 
= | stot | ois a batik 
1. Operational and training $140. 1 43.3 $8.0 2.5] $148.1 | 45.8 
2. Maintenance and production __--- | 27.6 8.6 5.3 i 32.9 | 10.2 
3. Research, development and test 14.3 4:7 0 “0 16.3 | 4.7 
4. Supply 2.1 7 18. 5 5.7 20. 6 6.4 
5. Hospital and medical- .-- 3.9 1.2 1 4.0 1.3 
6. Administrative ws i?) 5 | 3.6 1.1 | 5.3) | 1.6 
7. Housing and community 50. 7 15.7 17.4 5. 4 68. 1 21.1 
8. Utilities and ground improvements- -- 17.3 5.4 10.7 3.3 28.0 8.7 
9. Real estate 1.0 3 0 0 1.0 | 3 


istic chtiin abeidiiaeuai 259. 7 80. 4 63. 6 19.6 323. 3 100. 0 
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Mr. Bryant: Similarly, you will note that on page 9 we have the 
beginning of a summary of program objectives for title II (Navy) 
which also carries over through pages 10 and 11. 

(Pp. 9, 10, and 11 of Mr. Bryant’s prepared statement are as 
follows :) 


Summary of program objectives contained in title IIT (Navy) 


Amount (Percent 





SS 





For additional shore facilities necessary to support fleet and marine aviation units, | 
including $10.5 million at 2 continental and 2 overseas carrier aircraft support | 
bases;'$30.6 million for the initial construction phase'at thenew naval air station, | | 
Lemoore, Calif.; $15.6 million at 3 continental U.S. Marine air stations; and $14.8 | 
million for new P6M seaplane facilities at NAS Hertford, N. C., and NAF South | 
San Diego, Calif___ | $71, 506, 000 16.5 

For a program to improve ‘aircraft ‘flight ‘safety at existing naval shore stations by 
extending runway lengths for carrier jet aircraft, improving navigational aids at 
14 continental and 3 overseas bases; and installing the new optical landing sys- | 
tems at 14 continental and 4 overseas bases - - -_ 55, 141, 000 | 12. 

For facilities to support the Navy program for training ‘of individuals and speci: ul- | | 
ists prior to their assignment to air, fleet, or other units. This ineludes $9.3 mil- 
lion at 5 Marine training centers, and $11 million at 2 naval training centers, and | 
the Academy; $25.8 million at 7 bases for basic and advanced training of naval 
aviators. -...-.-- as--scnecpe} 4 MRC 10.6 

For new and improve i waterfront facilities necessary to support the Forrestal type | | 
carriers, modified cruisers, Nautilus and other new type submarines at conti- | 
nental and overseas bases, including $25.4 million for new drydock at naval ship- | 
yard, Puget Sound, Wash.; $7.8 million for a carrier pier at naval base, Norfolk, 
Va.; $3. 0 million for pier and dred; ging at submarine base, New London, Conn.; 
and $7.5 million for pierside utilities and wharfage at naval shipyards, Brooklyn 








' 
and Pearl Harbor 43, 740, 000 10.0 
For classified weapons research and development pros grams ‘including missile de- | } 
velopment 28, 595, 000 | 6.5 
For additional facilities necessary in the development. of 2 bases which support | | 
naval fleet units training with guided missiles. These bases are naval auxiliary | 
landing field, San Clemente Island, Calif., and naval air station, Roosevelt Roads_| 24, 810, 000 | 5.7 
For family housing at naval station, Adak, Alaska; and naval station, Argentia, 
Newfoundland -_| 15,645, 000 3.6 
For 7,494 barracks spaces for enlisted men at 7 continental and 6 overseas installa- | 
tions | 16, 202, 000 | 3.8 
For additional facilities at 7 existing continental and 5 overseas installations for | 
storage and processing of improved weapons and missiles necessary to a 
SS SE a tice ee: bidet ees _.| 15,113, 000 | 3.5 
For construe tion of essential radio communie: ation fae ilities Jt _| 13, 902, 000 | 3.2 
For 590 bachelor officers quarters spaces at 5 continental and 3 ove rseas bs ases | 6, 089, 000 | 1.4 
For facilities supporting other essential programs for various projects including | } 
medical, communications and storage, and other miscellaneous essential require- 
ments for supporting facilities  —- 3 iis sl ose .--.-| 98, 116, 000 ms 22.5 
WORD ins nd isd esl Sys. BAO 47 ee ee ee __........} 435,099,000 | 100.0 
| | 





Mr. Bryant. Likewise, an analysis of title II by category type of 
facilities for the Navy is shown on page 12. 
(P. 12 of Mr. Bryant’s prepared statement is as follows :) 


Analysis of title II (Navy) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 


j ] 

| | 

| Zone of | Percent | Overseas! Percent | Total | Pereent 
interior | 


1. Operational and training $151.2 34. 7 $48.1 11.1 $199. 3 45.8 
2. Maintenance and production 59. 6 13.7 5.5 1.3 65. 1 | 15. 6 
3. Research development and test- 37.4 8.6 37.4 | 8.6 
4. Supply 8.0 1.8 5.2 2 13. 2 | 3.0 
5. Hospital and medical é 1.3 0.3 1.0 0.2 2.3} 0.5 
6. Administrative 2.3 0.5 : 2.3 | 0.5 
7. Housing and co*nmunity 24.1 5.6 7.9 58.2 | 13.5 
8. Utilities and ground improvement 36. 9 8.5 2. 2 49.3 11.3 
9. Real estate 5.9 1.3 x7 0.5 8.0 1.8 
Total | 326. 7 75 108. 4 25 435. 1 ~ 100 
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«Mr, Bryant. Then we go tothe Air Force in the same sequence, the 
summary of program objectives, title III, pages 13, 14 and 15, and the 
“on of type of facilities by category for title III, on page 16. 

(Pp. 13, 14, 15, and 16 of Mr. Bryant’s prepared statement are as 
follows :) 


Summary of program objectives contained in title II (Air Force) 























| Amount Percent 
For facilities at bases in the United States required for the dispersal of Strategic 
Air Command units, and the continued buildup of the ZI dispersal bases for 
which construction was authorized in the fiscal year 1957 program____..__..____- $140, 087, 000 
For the further extension of the DEW line. _.....-.---...--.-.--.----2--.--.----- 70, 000, 000 
For additional operational, maintenance and training facilities for the various 
other air bases which are not included in the SAC dispersal concept. ______- 67, 219, 000 
For research and development facilities at various bases worldwide ___.__....__- 22, 259, 000 
For construction of technical, operational, personnel, and training facilities in sup- 
port of new weapons systems, including ballisties missiles. -___._._........__..- 65, 244, 000 |.-....-.. 
For additional housing and messing facilities, including new dormitories for 12,483 
airmen and new bachelor officers’ quarters for 2,379 officers, $19,110,000 of which 
constitutes replacement of substandard World War II housing and messing 
BR noc acest ors sh tatiebanslds gctkusid cine Si seuaeeeL Pcs 5s 59, 166, 000 
For construction of necessary facilities in support of the Bomare missile at various 
locations in continental United States___........--.. baie ca 48, 178, 000 6.0 
For construction of facilities required to assemble, store and check out rocket 
weapons used by fighter aircraft, including fee purchase and restrictive easement 
land requirements. -.......--...-.-- er ee ee (hinge ges. Debi < ain 35, 023, 000 
For the construction of 1,507 family housing units within the United States . 26, 302, 000 
For continuance of operations in connection with the construction of the Air 
Force Academy, including an airfield and aircraft maintenance facilities, a 


ape. SOI Go nn nncicnndnnssaneans aera - 21, 341, 000 
For the construction of operational, training and maintenance facilities required 
specifically to modernize B-36 bases to accommodate the B-52 and KC-135 





~~ 
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aircraft. .....- woake cated idm sated fee Bins Slaalots ‘ oe 21, 005, 000 2.6 
For the construction of hospital and medical facilities (in addition to the Air Force 
Academy Hospital) - ----..---.----- SH acakretacita a Sd ' a 6, 412, 000 8 
For the expansion of the runway systems in support of the flying training program, | 
including the construction of new runways at 2 auxiliary fields and necessary 
Reel MON... 0.0 ethdetels boosts che S bite besa cstiten ‘. ‘ ? 16, 326, 000 2.0 
For additional facilities and utilities projects required in support of aircraft control 
and warning stations worldwide--._..__.....--- Skotos Sti 12, 235, 000 1.5 
For the construction of necessary facilities in support of the tactical missile overseas _ - 10, 937, 000 1.4 
For the modernization of facilities at AMC depots..........._..- : 10, 088, 000 1.3 
For additional facilities required for airbases in Spain--_----__- oie 9, 214, 000 1.1 
For the electrification of ADC hangars and apron areas to operate equipment in 
support of Century series fighter aircraft in continental United States. _-- 4, 583, 000 .6 
For the continued construction of Clobecom facilities in support of the worldwide 
communications system - ..........- jae a 4, 701, 000 .6 
For facilities supporting other essential programs at Zone of the Interior and over- 
seas bases, including utilities items, administrative facilities, community facili- 
ties, land items, and classified projects... ................-...--.- 152, 594, 000 18.8 
Shh Asttgchipne damit d bbapibehing wtb ese bok gui Keds osegeee kins 802, 914, 000 100. 0 





Analysis of title III (Air Force) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 














Zone | 
Categories of the Percent | Overseas | Percent Total Percent 
Interior 
1. Operational and training...............| $302.9 37.7| $155.5 19.4| $458.1 57.1 
2. Maintenance and production _.-_------ 41.6 5.2 5.5 “F 47.1 5.9 
3. Research, development, and test ___---- 18. 2 2.3 4.0 5 | 22. 2 2.8 
Oe iin 440660 nc neh ebannpecaqeqneses= 56.3 wk 6.6 8 | 62.9 7.9 
5. Hospital and medical. --.-.......-.--.-- 8.5 1.1 1.5 yy 10.3 1.3 
00 SS See ; 5.1 .6 9 ft] 6.0 = 
7. Housing and community--._..-......--- 95. 8 11.9 45.3 5.5 141.1 17.4 
8. Utilities and ground improvements - -- - 32.6 4.1 9.1 7 41.7 5.2 
9. Real estate..........------------------- 13.3 1.7 ee Bsn cein eee 13.5 e 
Mi tides canbapaksnnccabgearawess 574.3 71.7 228. 6 28.3 | 802. 9 100.0 
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. Senator Stennis. I want to commend you for the way you put all 
this information together. 

Mr. Bryant. May I say, sir, the commendation properly belongs to 
the excellent staff I have. 

Senator Stennis. I want to commend them, too, It is very timely, 
and these are matters that I have seen us take weeks and months, even, 
looking for, wondering about and asking for and never getting it be- 
fore we pass on the bill. 

Mr. Bryant. I thought it might not only be useful for you as a time- 
saver for the committee at a time like this, but you may be assured that 
it was most useful and educational to me. 

On the matter of real estate—— 

Senator Stennis. What page are you reading from ? 

Mr. Bryant. Iam on page 17. 


REAL ESTATE 


The real property under military control includes property owned, 
leased, used by permit, easement, and various occupancy rights (for- 
eign base agreements). As of June 30, 1956, the military depart- 
ments controlled approximately 33.6 million acres of land through- 
out the world. This land, together with the improvements, had an 
original cost to the United States of $22.9 billion. 

Senator Srennis. You said “controlled”; is that ownership and 
leased ¢ 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. In many instances it is short of either lease or 
fee, would include controls which are available through the permit 
occupancy of public lands, for example, and similar opportunities that 
are somewhat less than our concept of ownership or lease. That is a 
staggering amount, but later on, I will break it down and show that 
while it is substantial, it is not necessarily as critical as it may appear 
on the surface. 

The real estate under military control may be grouped as follows: 
27.1 million acres in the United States, together with improvements 
thereon, having an original cost of $18.2 billion; 3.9 million acres in 
the Territories and possessions, together with the improvements 
thereon, having an original cost of $2.5 billion; and 2.6 million acres 
in foreign countries together with the improvements thereon having 
an original cost of $2.2 billion. 

The next breakdown I think will be interesting. 

The real property under military control in the United States con- 
sists of the following—and this will partially answer your question, 


I believe. 


Acres 
wee Owe: jodi tk iia al ee Le ee 7, 415, 936 
BOCES, COUGAR i sind bh cine esinentgih beh ealetmareeteantenin 14, 978, 035 
I TO sa etch riers acini aia a eae 2, 758, 146 
ee ce cee 1, 866, 496 
RONEN SS Soe ee eed hee dade ett ene 62, 836 
ebb. 3.1 5b 1.1. 21203 5oee ies aee-lee chagrin 27, 081, 449 


Attention is invited to the fact that over half of the land under 
military control is public domain land that has never been on the tax 
rolls. Only -7,415,936 acres of land under military control have been 
removed from the tax rolls in the United States. 








34 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


- That is, of course, the reference to the fee owned by the military. 
The 27.1 million acres under military control in the United States 

- approximately 1.4 percent of the total land area in the United 
tates. 

But by comparison the United States Government itself owns 409.5 
million acres of land in the United States, or 21.5 percent of the total 
land area in the United States. Then I have a chart which breaks 
down in summary form the land acquired, disposed of by each military 
department during the past 10 fiscal years. To save your time I will 
simply note that it is of interest to me that the acquisition of fee and 
lesser interests of 1,154,369 acres acquired during that period compares 
favorably with the disposition during the same period of 2,278,440 
acres, 

Senator Stennis. Waita minute. You lost me. 

Mr. Bryant. That’s on page 18. The total of the breakdown between 
the three services showing that during that period the total acquisitions 
of fee and lesser interests was 1,154,369 acres while during the same 
period we disposed of 2,278,440 acres of fee and lesser interest. 

Senator Stennis. Was that privately owned now that you dis- 
posed of ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Bryant. The figures I have on page 18 indicate that during the 
past 10 fiscal years we have disposed of approximately twice as much 
fee and lesser interest in land than we have acquired and that in the 
matter of public lands we have disposed of something less than twice 
as much as we have acquired over that period of time. 

I think this is healthy and certainly in consistency with the aims 
and efforts both of the legislative branch and the executive branch in 
that respect, although aay will later point out I don’t think it is fair 
to assume that we will not have to increase to some extent and in some 
areas our land holdings because of the growth of weapons and planes 
and so forth. But at least we have a system now in vogue, which I 
am sure will amount to such screening as will make perfectly clear 
the necessity for acquisition of additional lands. 

Senator Pale The significance really is that the whole real-estate 
program is under eae and the effort is being made to dispose 
of unneeded land as well as to acquire needed land regardless of what 
the result might be, either way in total acres. 

Senator Stennis. Certainly that is correct. I am very much inter- 
ested in the Secretary’s work on this problem and I think it is a matter 
that will have to be continued to be worked on over the years. 

Mr. Bryant. There isn’t any question. 

Senator Stennis. With the change in weapons I think the whole 
military will have to reevaluate their needs and have someone at the 
top make a decision. 

Mr. Bryant. It may be of interest, Mr. Chairman, that we have had 
some hearings before the so-called Public Lands Committee of the 
House and are currently involved in those similarly in the Senate side. 
There has been a great feeling about the land holdings of the military, 
as you well known. But the record will show, which of course makes 
me very happy and our people very happy, that there has been great 
evidence of progress in.this matter of screening requirements of land 
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and in minimizing the use of land in maximizing the joint use of 
properties. So for once I believe we have got a favorable record as 
of this time in those committees. 

Senator Casz. Mr. Secretary ? 

Mr. Bryanr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. I have seen some reference in the press to legislation 
either introduced, or proposed, which would require an act of Con- 
gress for you to acquire any tract in excess of 5,000 acres from the 
public domain or from any other Federal agency. 

Mr. Bryant. That’s true. That is involved in the so-called Engle 
bill which was passed by the House and hearings on a similar bill in 
the Senate are now underway. 

Senator Casr. Do you now have authority to go to the Bureau of 
Land Management, or any other Federal agency holding land, and 
say we would like to have so much land; or can you go to the General 
Services Administration; or before land goes to the General Services 
Administration and is circularized as excess by a particular agency, 
can you claim that land ? 

Mr. Bryant. Answering you questions in the order you asked them, 
until the passage of the Engle bill, historically it has been possible 
for the military departments directly to seek withdrawals from the 
public domain by direct request to the Interior Department. 

Approximately 2 years ago this matter became of considerable 
significance to Chairman Engle of the House Public Lands Commit- 
tee, I think it is really called the Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee, to the end that he put out a stop order to the Interior Depart- 
ment which froze the issue until legislation could be developed. 

The legislation to which you refer does in fact require legislative 
authority for the withdrawal by the military departments of any 
public lands in excess of 5,000 acres. We interposed no objections to 
that because we felt perhaps it was an extra screening facility and 
we need not anticipate too much interference in time although obvi- 
ously there will be delays inherent in the legislative process. But 
because of the public feeling on this issue particularly in the public 
land States with which you are quite familiar, sir, I believe that it is 
a healthly move and we don’t anticipate too much difficulty about it. 

It gives an opportunity for a thorough justification of the actual 
need and a forum for that case. 

Senator Casr. You are not opposing the passage of the bill by the 
Senate then ? 

Mr. Bryant. We are not opposing the bill at all, sir. We have 
accepted it, with minor suggested modifications which are not mate- 
rial to the issue. 

The real property management directorate of my office has estab- 
lished a program which should result in substantial savings through 
reduction in direct defense expenditures for management and upkeep 
of real property not needed, not used, and not presently subject to 
local taxation or available to meet expansion requirements brought 
on by reason of growth of the community in which located. 

A count base has been established for evaluating the merits of mili- 
tary departments’ requests for additional acquisitions; and criteria 
has been developed for the purpose of assuring joint utilization of 
the real property under military control whenever such use is feasi- 
ble from an economic and military approach. 
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Pursuant to my warning a minute ago, I note here in my presenta- 
tion that at the same time I am sure your committee is aware of the 
fact that new weapons systems and the new concepts for this use have 
made it necessary to acquire additional acreage. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Secretary without cutting you off, let’s put 
that paragraph in the record by unanimous consent and you proceed 
to the next one because it is well in your statement but it is elemental 
and it is a good illustration because we have a good many questions. 

Mr. Bryant. I will leave out the examples. The tabulation at 
the bottom will be similarly self-explanatory. 

Senator Stennis. You say they requested $92 million for land ac- 
quisition and you reduced that to $22.3 million ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. That is an amazing reduction. You must have 
abandoned some new projects there. 

Mr. Bryant. In some instances it is a question of judgment as to 
the exact amount needed. 

Senator Stennis. This committee wrote you on August 15, 1956, 
asking you for a review of this matter and we certainly appreciate 
what you have done. 

Mr. Bryant. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Srennis. It is nearly a year’s work and I think you have 
made fine headway. 

Senator Casr. I would like to pursue that point a little, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Stennis. Certainly. 

Senator Casr. The reduction from $92 million to $22.3 million in 
request for land acquisition would almost of itself involve the aban- 
donment, postponement, or rejection of certain projects; wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Bryant. Not necessarily, Senator Case. I will give you some 
illustrations. Much of the value, high value land involved in the orig- 
inal request had to do with the extension and protection of runways 
in airbases, particularly those satellite bases, dispersible bases which 
had not adequate land facilities to handle the new high-powered craft 
and high-speed craft. But there is a point of judgment, as I indi- 
cated a moment ago as to how much land you really need to accomplish 
the protection that you are after. We are trying to develop a combi- 
nation of land acquisition to support and protect the extension of run- 
ways and at the same time to avoid unnecessary land purchases to uti- 
lize flight-clearance easements which cuts down the acreage require- 
ment and consequently the dollars. That has a lot to do with the 
sum, sir. 

Senator Casr. Mr. Chairman, I can see how you might, either by 
eliminating some of the zone of protection or by the transferring from 
fee acquisition to easement acquisition, reduce your dollar cost, but I 
should like to ask the Secretary to provide for the committee in execu- 
tive session a statement of the lands involved in terms of acreages. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You say the land involved ? 

Senator Cass. The original proposals from the military depart- 
ments in terms of acres and projects. 

I am suggesting that for executive session because I can see that 
there might be something involved that we wouldn’t want public. 
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Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, might I supplement the sugges- 
tion made by Senator Case by requesting that the committee get a 
complete picture of what was originally requested in connection with 
the submission by the services of a request, I think, aggregating $3,641 
million. If we could get that original request and the various dele- 
tions that occurred, I think it would be helpful in knowing just what 
is being cut out on a permanent basis, what is being postponed and 
the area in which the savings are being made. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. We can file it for the record and we can look at it. 

I think we ought to find out what we are doing in connection with 
these changes. I think it is helpful for the future, because it would 
indicate the projects that we will have to take up later for our guidance 
and for our information. 

Mr. Bryant. May I, Mr. Chairman, because of his experience ask if 
Mr. Sheridan has some comments on this particular subject ? 

Mr. Suerman. I would like to state, Mr. Chairman, that the job 
that Senator Jackson has just asked for is a monumental job which 
after it is completed I don’t think will furnish you the information 
that you are after. 

Senator Jackson. Wasn’t it necessary for the services to submit that 
to you? 

Mr. Sueripan. We can tell you what the original submissions were 
but it is a terrific job to go back to that because it changed daily during 
the reviews. It would be a terrific compilation. If it would be satis- 
factory to you to see a reduction by Army areas, by any Air Force 
commands, by broad categories, I think we could get that together, 
but this other job of base by base and each item, the estimates of cost 
changed all the time. It isa fluid proposition. 

Senator Jackson. I wasn’t so much concerned about the costs. It is 
the projects. The biggest item you have is your base structure. We 
were recently given new criteria which the Navy said was indispensable 
in connection with one of their airfields on Long Island. I am wonder- 
ing, in other words, whether you have changed the criteria. 

This particular request was substantial, Mr. Chairman, and I just 
think it would be helpful to get the guidelines as to what you are think- 
ing along the lines here indicated by the Secretary. 

Senator Case. Between the $3,641 million figure of the original 
requests of the departments, and my impression is that there would 
be a couple of stages of review by the Defense Department based upon 
these different requests of the service departments, I think in support 
of what Senator Jackson has said that we at least ought to have a 
report on what the Defense Department proposed to request under the 
different stages. 

I think we had testimony by the Chief of Staff for the Air Force 
and Secretary Quarles, if my memory is correct, there was a sugges- 
tion that the Air Force had asked for $21 billion and then 19 and 
then it was reduced to 17.1 or something like that. When the commit- 
tee conducted its hearings a year ago we took considerable testimony, 
or heard a great deal of the importance of a dispersal program. I 
think the subcommittee, to be consistent with the positions expressed 
by the Committee on Armed Services, should have such information 
as will enable us to make appropriate recommendations as to whether 
the program here submitted is accomplishing the dispersal goal, which 
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was not merely supported by the Committee on Armed Services, but 
also in fact was supported by the statements of the Air Force and the 
Defense Department itself a year ago. 

While we may not need to go back to this $3 billion figure for the 
preliminary program, it does seem to me that without too much de- 
tailed work or without imposing any monumental task, we could get 
a report in executive session of what was proposed at the different 
stages of the revision of the construction bill—when did you first draft 
the text for the construction bill? 

Mr. Sueripan. The first rough draft was in late December, Sen- 
ator Case. 

Senator Casr. In late December? 

Mr. Suerwan. Right. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Case, if I may say this, I think you gen- 
tlemen have made very strong points here. I do think though that 
that is entirely an executive session matter and we can discuss it then 
with these gentlemen and get some guidance. Suppose we proceed 
now for this general overall picture in open session and without cutting 
any one off. Of course, any one can go into anything he wishes, but 
suppose we try now to get the whole picture here as presented by the 
Secretary because Secretary of the Air Force Douglas is scheduled to 
be with us this afternoon and we want to get on to him and I’m sure 
these gentlemen will be glad to come back for an executive session. 

Mr. Bryant. I think perhaps it would be even more useful, follow- 
ing the appearance of the representation by the service. 

Senator Srennis. I agree we are entitled to the guidelines and I 
would object to the detailed bill of particulars. 

Mr. SuHerman. If we can keep to the broad guidelines, we can work 
it out. 

Senator Jackson. We can work it out as we get to each department. 

Mr. Suerman. Thank you. Then we can proceed. 

Mr. Bryant. I am on page 20. I refer here to something which is 
inherent in the difficulty with respect to the disposition of the release 
of peopecty: 

ne of the deterrents in our efforts on disposition of real property 
is the lack of assurance that the necessary replacement property will 
be obtained. To correct this situation, the Department of Defense is 
considering a plan for authorizing disposition of high-priced real prop- 
erty and use of part of the proceeds of sale for less expensive replace- 
ment property. 

Without reading the rest of this I will simply say that there are 
areas that are well known to many of us that were originally selected 
in a given purpose which were free from encroachment but due to 
being surrounded by cities and towns has lost its expansion possibili- 
ties and utility to a considerable degree and has become expensive 
and costly property. 

The same purpose could well in many instances be supplied by sub- 
stituting less costly properties in better selected areas and paid for 
out of the sale of the expensive property with some profit left over. 
I realize that the fundamental concept of that has to be very clearly 
and completely worked out with the Congress because of the philosophy 
about self-funding. There are natura! objections to that. 
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You can believe me when I tell you that the military services in all 
sincerity are reluctant to part with some properties that they may well 
realize themselves have outlived their usefulness because they have 
no assurance they will get the appropriations necessary to secure an 
alternate. 

Senator Stennis. Secretary Wilson made that point before us. I 
don’t know whether it is a compliment to the services or not, but it is 
human nature. 

Mr. Bryant. It is human nature and will apply to anybody. 

A plan is also being considered which will permit the sale of non- 
excess industrial plants in cases where the production of such plants 
can be assured by inclusion of the necessary conditions in the instru- 
ment of conveyance. 

Many of these plants are a modest proportion of defense production 
and it is my feeling and the feeling of my staff that many of these can 
be put back into private operation with complete protection for the 
purposes of defense and restored to the tax rolls and a great many 
of the benefits. I realize then in that connection one has to be also 
cognizant of the impact upon employment in the community and so 
forth. It is not a simple question by any means. But it can be ex- 
plored and we intend to do so. 

When we have a plan we will confer with you. 

Senator Case. When you sell nonexcess plants or when you propose 
to sell nonexcess plants, do you always include a clause which gives the 
Government a priority in the output of the plant? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. We have what we call a national security 
clause and it is timed for 10 years, 20 years depending upon the time 
we believe that particular output will be a primary requirement to the 
defense in the event of mobilization. We do have that security and 
we have many plants with those clauses which we have disposed of. 

On the matter of new bases, this is a misnomer in a way, Mr. Chair- 
man, because the only actual new base is the cold regions laboratory at 
Hanover, N. H., the Army research and development project. The 
two Air Force fields referred to on page 21, Molette Auxiliary Field 
at Orville, Ala., and an auxiliary field at Meadow, Tex., are really not 
bases. They are not occupied by personnel. They are truly auxiliary 
and they have only runway and taxiway in the matter of construction. 

Senator Srennis. No other auxiliary bases are included except this 
one you named ? 

Mr. Bryant. There are no others. 

Senator Case. Mr. Secretary ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case ? 

Senator Casr. What branch of the Air Force operates Craig Air 
Force Base ? 

Mr. Suerman. Training. 

Senator Casz. That is a training base ? 

Mr. Fore. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. In the letter of the Secretary of the Air Force ad- 
dressed to the Appropriations Committees of the House and Senate 
dated January 21, 1957, the Secretary stated that in response to the 
directive of the Appropriations Committee a canvass had been made 
of the different commands of the Air Force as to the possible need of 
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additional bases. The letter stated in effect—and I think rather direct- 
ly—that no need was found to exist in training, tactical, or defense 
commands; that the only requirement was in the Strategic Air 
Command. 

In view of that, I am surprised to find a proposal for two new fields 
for the Training Command. 

Mr. Suerman. I think the answer to the question was on a main 
base rather than an auxiliary field. I think that is where the dif- 
ference is. 

Senator Casr. Perhaps we can go into that further with the Secre- 
tary of the Air Force and the Air Force people, but I note it here be- 
cause this seems to be at variance with the statement of the Air Force. 

Senator Srennis. All right, Mr. Secretary Bryant. 

Mr. Bryant. This matter of family housing, as you know, is quite 
a headache. We think we have made some material advancement in 
chartering our course and I have listed here for the information of 
the committee on page 21 at the bottom the gross requirements: ade- 
quate existing housing, the current deficit, programed housing, the re- 
sulting deficit, United States and overseas. 

Senator Srennis. You say programed housing now—do you mean 
for this year and future years? 

Mr. Bryant. This year and future years. We can only approach 
this thing on a gradual current basis. We are stimulating to the best 
of our ability the Capehart program; however, that has hurdles, as 
you know, from the standpoint of financing. But we have a program 
and some of it may be explained in the text following. In this connec- 
tion, 1 want to make clear to you that the figures that I am using do 
not take into consideration the requirements of enlisted personnel of 
the lower pay grade. 

In order to concentrate certainly at this time our construction pro- 
gram so far as dependent housing is concerned for the benefit and re- 
tention of the career-motivated type of personnel, we predicate our 
basic housing programs on the needs of that group plus the officer 
group down to and including, of course, the down to UE-4 with 7 
years of service. A gradual approach for provision of housing for the 
lower grade personnel also provides us with a safety factor and pos- 
sibility of reduced force levels, so that is also something which has 
more merit as safeguard in that type of programing. 

Senator Casr. Mr. Secretary ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Has the personnel of the Military Establishment in- 
creased during the past year ? 

Mr. Bryanrv. Increased ? 

Senator Case. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bryant. No, sir. 

Senator Casr. Have you changed the criteria on which you base a 
determination of the housing requirements? Have you been liberaliz- 
ing them ? 

Mr. Bryant. I have a rather specific answer. I thought perhaps the 
chairman might ask me about that because some weeks ago I was some- 
what embarrassed by the delay—and Senator Stennis, you wrote me on 
March 25 expressing some concern about our program and the possi- 
bility of overbuilding to the detriment of shall we say the economy of 
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neighborhoods. It came at a very appropriate time and I welcomed 
the letter because at that time we had frozen the program in an en- 
deavor to reevaluate and reanalyze the requirements as carefully and 
as conservatively as possible. And as a result, during the interval 
between that time—the time of your letter and the present—we have 
reviewed and established new criteria with specific thought to pro- 
graming title 8 projects and I thought as long as we had gotten this 
close that my response to your letter might be a good opportunity to 
present at this hearing and to make both yours « and mine, with your 
permission and mine, a part of the record. However, whatever you 
choose to do about that, of course, will be quite satisfactor y tome. In 
any event I want to deliver my response to you, including some attach- 
ments which will indicate where we are, what we are doing, and how 
we are doing it and what percentage or ratio of military is taken care 
of in that type of program. 

Senator Srennis. That letter is a committee letter and is dated 
March 25 of this year. 

Mr. Bryant. March 25 is correct. 

Senator Srennis. I think it is very timely that you bring this in 
here whether we have time to go through it thoroughly today or not. 
We might have to take it up later. 

Mr. Bryanv. May I with your permission file the letter? 

Senator Srennis. Put the letter and the response in the record so 
they come together. 

Mr. Bryant. Right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Any objection? The matter goes into the record 
for further perusal. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
JOMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
March 25, 1957. 
Hon, Fioyp 8. Bryant, 
{esi stant Secretary of Defense, 


Properties and Installations, 
Washington 25, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Bryant: I am writing in regard to the title VIII family housing 
program. By way of background, you will remember that in the committee 
report on the fiscal year 1957 military construction bill the committee expressed 
its concern over the possibility of overproduction. The following excerpt from 
the report is quoted : 

“The committee has been informed that current defense planning contemplates 
the construction of enough housing units to provide for 90 percent of those 
eligible to occupy such quarters. While it is reasonable to expect that the re- 
quirements will fluctuate slightly from year to year, it is clear that it would be 
most impractical to construct housing, the mortgages on which require 20 to 25 
years for amortization, without a definite relation to the troop basis expected to 
be in being at that time. With respect to the 90 percent figure mentioned above, 
the committee has been led to believe, as a result of testimony over the years, 
that maximum dependence was being placed on housing provided by local econ- 
omy, and that a 50-percent factor was more desirable. The committee believes 
that this latter percentage is more practical, especially in light of recent state- 
ments that further cuts are planned in the overall strength of the Armed Forces. 

“Unless adequate supervision is maintained in this respect, it is logical to 
expect overproduction will result, and that many units will stand idle as missions 
change and forces are reduced at various locations (as is already the case with 
certain Wherry developments ).” 

In addition, the committee staff on January 3, 1957, was directed to write you 
amplifying the committee’s position regarding the percentage figures quoted above 
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and requesting additional information pertaining to specific projects. Pertinent 
excerpts from this letter are as follows: 

“* * * Subsequent to this report, the committee concluded that the 50 percent 
figure might be slightly low, but that the desirable percentage was somewhere 
between 50 and 60 percent. The committee, of course, realizes that there may 
be unusual military requirements, including isolated locations and classified 
activities, which would justify an upward revision of this percentage. 

“The attached list of installations indicate that if the programed units are 
constructed, the percentage of maximum gross requirements that will result from 
totaling all assets will be in excess of the average percentage deemed normally 
desirable by the committee. 

“The committee will appreciate being informed of the military necessity for 
constructing the numbers of units which will result in the percentages shown.” 

I note with interest your reply to this letter of January 3, especially the state- 
ment concerning the referenced projects that with certain exceptions “onbase” 
assets amount to less than 60 percent. Your reply further states that programing 
limitation is now expressed as 90 percent to include all acceptable community 
support. I am cetrain that the committee would agree that 100 percent of all 
eligible personnel at a given post should obtain adequate quarters. The concern, 
however, is in regard to the number of Government quarters to be constructed 
or acquired. 

As a result of again reviewing the subject (especially in light of as yet unsub- 
stantiated information that current budget restrictions may cause fluctuations 
in troop strengths), the committee is of the opinion that the concept expressed 
in the report on the fiscal year 1957 bill previously mentioned is basically sound. 
It believes that new construction or acquisitions should not increase the total 
Government assets (excluding community support) over a maximum of 50 per- 
cent—although it is understandable that isolated areas and special military 
operational requirements could make for exceptions. 

The committee fully sympathizes and concurs with the Department’s desire 
to provide adequate quarters for military personnel. It believes however, that 
a policy of maximum utilization of local community resources, coupled with a 
realistic analysis of the long-range troop strengths is absolutely essential to a 
sound program. The committee hopes that continuous review of those projects 
already cleared is being undertaken to insure that overproduction will not result 
and that family housing units will balance with any changes in troop basis. 

It is requested that the committee be furnished supporting data justifying those 
projects pending before the committee and that similar information accompany 
all future submissions. 

Sincerely yours, 


JOHN STENNIS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction. 
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ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE, 
PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1957. 
Hon. JOHN STENNIS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Housing, 
Committee on Banking and Currency, 
United States Senate. 

DeaR Mr. CHAIRMAN: Reference is made to your letter of March 25, 1957, 
in which you express concern regarding the possibility of overproduction of 
title VIII housing for the military services and request additional informa- 
tion to justify those projects pending before the committee at that time. 

The position of the Department of Defense with respect to taking every possible 
precaution to avoid overbuilding coincides precisely with that expressed in 
your letter. We have noted particularly the statement, “The committee hopes 
that continuous review of those projects already cleared is being undertaken 
to insure that overproduction will not result and that family housing units will 
balance with any changes in troop basis,” which appears in the last paragraph 
on page 2 of your letter. You will be interested in knowing that as part of the 
continuing surveillance maintained by this office, all approved title VIII projects 
have been reviewed on the basis of new strength deployment programs and under 
revised programing criteria which are even more conservative than those em- 
ployed in the early days of the program. 

Our criteria stipulate that military controlled housing may not exceed 55 per- 
cent of the requirement, although this limit may be raised to 75 percent in 
exceptional cases where required by isolation or military operations. However, 
it should be noted that this limit applies only to requirements for officers and 
upper grade enlisted men. When requirements for lower grade enlisted men 
(generally 16 to 21 percent of total enlistment strength) are included, program- 
ing under our 55 percent limit will result in the ratio of military controlled hous- 
ing being held to a level well below 50 percent of maximum gross requirements 
in most cases. 

According to the records of this office, 65 title VIII projects were pending 
before your committee on March 25, 1957. Your committee had previously ques- 
tioned the justification of 22 of these projects, and additional information was 
supplied with my letter of March 18, 1957. The remaining 43 of these projects 
are listed in attachment A, which shows for each project the ratio of military- 
controlled housing and the ratio of all available housing, including acceptable 
community support, to the maximum gross honsing requirement. The ratio of 
military housing to the maximum gross housing requirement was not shown in the 
tabulations previously provided to your committee. For each project where the 
ratio of military housing to maximum gross requirements exceeds 50 percent, a 
brief explanation is provided to justify that condition. 

Also attached is a list of 12 projects which have been pending before your 
committee for more than 180 days. Under the relevant provision of section 
419, Public Law 968, 84th Congress, the military departments have been advised 
that development of these projects may proceed, subject to such other restric- 
tions as may be imposed. 

Your continued interest in military family housing matters is appreciated, and 
it is hoped that you will let us know if there is any further information which 
your committee desires. 

Sincerely yours, 
Fioyp 8. BRYANT. 
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Title VIII projects pending before Senate Armed Services Committee as of 
Mar. 25, 1957 























Current programing 
Maxi- ty EG BN ae 
mum | 
Number and location of project gross Military ! Total * 
require- Si See 
ment 
Units Ratio Units | Ratio 
ARMY 
Percent | Percent 
A-95 Medina Base, Tex_- 375 125 33 281 75 
A-96 Beaumont Hospital, Tex. 4 ‘ 380 139 37 214 56 
A-97 Dugway Proving Ground, U tah $.____ 842 546 65 546 | 65 
A-98 Site 32, Gary AAA defense area, Indiana __ | 40 20 50 20 | 50 
A-99 Site 57, Hartford AAA defense area, Connecti- j 
eee 45 16 36 16 | 36 
A-100 Sites 2. 37, “45 and. 87, Fairchild AAA defense } 
area, W ashington. peteiiaecagea 169 64 38 64 | 38 
A-101 Fort Lewis, Wash__- 8, 262 2,119 26 5, 137 | 62 
A-102 Fort Chaffee, Ark.......-_._- ditt cecitica 3, 092 235 S 1, 663 | 4 
A-103 Fort Hancock, N. J....---..------ i _ 249 104 42 122 | 49 
A-104 Fort Gordon, Ga___.-___-_-_- 6, 377 510 8 2, 838 | 45 
A-105 White Sands Proving Ground, N. Mex. No. 2 1, 696 568 34 568 | 34 
A~-106 Fort re Barrac ks, Mo 463 113 24 321 | 69 
A-107 Fort Lee, Va.4______-- 3, 841 1, 218 32 1,711 | 5 
NAVY 
N-18 Camp LeJeune MCB, N.C. 11,586 | 3, 385 29] 4,578 | 40 
N-20 Whiting Field NAS, Fla... 980 385 39 510 | 52 
N-21 Hutchinson NAS, Kans 969 440 45 478 | 49 
N-23 Barstow MSCD, Calif..............-..-.---..- 669 267 40 354 | 53 
N-25 Barin Field NAAS, Ala_..................__-- 597 216 | 36 347 | 58 
N-28 White Sands TF, N. Mex.$._..._.__- Enns 150 111 74 111 | 7 
N-29 New Iberia NAAS, 2 NST OS ae Geers ee | 738 431 58 431 58 
N-30 Roosevelt Roads N&, P. R.? Seis todasaatll 756 630 | 83 630 | 83 
ae Brunswick NAS, Maine kelirntdendonmee capers 1, 188 523 | 44 | 720 61 
N-32 Cheltenham NRS, Md...........--.-.-.---.- 356 134 38 | 148 | 42 
N-33 Meridian NAAS, Miss.* Cac eees a Skt. eee 750 382 51 | 432 | 5S 
N-34 Pensacola NAS, Fia.....-....--.-..--.---..--.- 3, 452 1, 090 32 | 2, 239 65 
N-35 Camp LeJeune, MCB, N. ae Tk -| 11,586 3, 707 32 4, 902 42 
N-36 El Toro MCAS, Calif. -_-__-- ae Sin | 3, 402 1, 275 38 2, 063 | 61 
N-37 Panama City NMDL, Fla_-.-.-.-..-- = 135 50 37 78 | 58 
N-38 Harvey Point NSF, N. C.®................... 879 510 58 | 510 | 58 
N-39 Cherry Point MCAS, N. C.10____ cere nes 5, 496 3, 786 69 3, 862 | 70 
N-40 Newport NS, R. IT. ................ ; sstut) Sa 2, 440 | 20 4,715 | $8 
} ' 
AIR FORCE 
| } 
AF- - Mountain Home AFB, Idaho."!______- ise] 1, 752 | 894 51 928 53 
AF-71 Houma AFS, La-- badécuss inte cna 100 30 | 30 | 31 31 
AF- 12 Holloman AFB, N. Mex..--- vue easel 2, 331 | 942 | 40 | 1, 160 | 50 
AF-73 Turner AFB, a... : 1, 658 | 200 12 | R80 | 53 
AF-75 Oxnard AFB, Calif., No. 2.....--..--.---.___| 720 355 | 49 | 403 56 
AF-76 Greenville AFB, Miss-------- te demamatdee 1, 065 400 | 38 | 615 | 58 
AF-77 Vance AFB, Okla_---- are iesial eine 954 | 220 | 24 376 39 
AF-78 Sioux City MAF, Iowa BL Giia. IPOs 643 | 380 59 | 380 AQ 
AF-79 Malmstrom AFB, Mont. eo 1, 783 996 | 56 1, 068 60 
AF-80 Air Force Academy, Colo.'4__........-.--.-- 2, 049 1, 3038 | 64 1, 303 64 
AF-81 Klamath Falls MAP, Oreg.!5______- ea 484 | 290 | 60 290 60 
AF-82 Fort Lee SAGE, Va.'*_ $3.8 L 3, 841 | 1, 218 32 1,711 | 45 


1 Includes all existing public quarters, Wherry and other housing under military control plus the proposed 
title VIII housing project. This number and its ratio to the maximum gross requirement has not been 
provided previously. 

2 Includes all military housing (see footnote 1 above) plus adequate and conditional community support. 
This number and its ratio to the maximum gross requirement have been presented in reports previously 
submitted. 

3 Isolated; no adequate housing available within 45 miles. However, questions have been raised regarding 
the use of public quarters and Wherry housing and deferment or cancellation of the 100-unit title VILL project 
may be necessary. 

4 Includes requirement and assets for AF SAGE installation (see A F-82, below). 

5 Isolated in New Mexico desert. Latest review requires slight reduction in this project. 

6 Semi-isolated in southern Louisiana. Latest review requires slight reduction in this project 

7 Isolated in northeastern coast of island; no adequate private housing available. Latest review requires 
reduction of 84 units. 

Nonisolated. Latest review requires reduction of 60 units. 

% Isolated on coast; no community support. 

10 Isolated on coast; no appreciable community support. Latest review requires reduction of 410 units, 

il Isolated in southwestern Idaho. Latest review requires reduction of 77 units. 

12 Nonisolated. Latest review requires reduction of 86 units. 

13 Nonisolated. Latest review requires reduction of 250 units. 

14 Nonisolated. Latest review requires reduction of 58 units. 

18 Isolated in southern Oregon. 

1¢ Includes requirement and assets for Fort Lee. (See A-107 above.) 
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Title VIII Capehart projects pending before Senate Armed Services Committee 
more than 180 days 


Unita 
Po a ee eT Ee el Sk ta Me ed SLE 433 
A-72. Rocky Mountain Arsendl)'Ogieds jo ee en 20 
“G6. Post Meatnontin No. 9.39, FeskShkint ons cia ciel ew el 120 
ae. Deet: On 0. 2 Sele ninhuieih es ctbbencicten mn dhabeaniggice th bese eded 900 
Ba, Geer: nanance Denatl, Golan... <..:cicniekadsmintic>adulabibwaitioaedbal 20 
SRI TACT RIEU TIESTO 2 cons isin cepariicinm ingen does uaneendbeetnageieadminca eae nena 48 
A-94. Fort Leonard WROTE BUG. Soe? i chien an re ei detec Ree ee 690 
Denes (Canoe LAR Geol) il ca Lk ea a ed 590 
Be-66.. .Anderaon: AB,  Gaei nniidsis ss cites eedecemssileien. ddl alle 1, 050 
A IRE, ART, SOI ic sect nies bilan ie ite ale RE Oa RUS Ee ee 600 
EN, oc RUMORED MINI, CIN os ERUID nn ssn ds Dims nn sieedncen elngebe ia sia acacia cnaiaiaaatl 400 
nee, weeeover Ali meets... 2) ee ee ee 310 


Senator Casr. The reason I asked the two questions—the first as to 
the increase of personnel, and the second as to a change of criteria— 
was because I was seeking to get an explanation between the figures 
submitted last year and the figures now submitted in the Secretary’s 
statement, Last year, in what is identified as chart B on page 72 ot 
our hearings for last year, the worldwide total of requirements w 
given as 648,567. The gross requirements as cited in the Seentoena’e 
statement here now are 693,895. That is gross requirements. The 
deficit for adequate existing housing a year ago was given as 375,000 
as against 400,694 now. Making a deficit of 273,000 and a deficit this 
year of 292,201. 

So, all in all, although there was an increase of adequate housing 
of 25,000 going from 37! 5,000 up to 400,000, that is a provision of 
25,000 additional housing units. Yet our deficit has grown by 20,000. 

Senator Stennis. Like the frog in the well. 

Mr. Bryant. One answer that I may give, perhaps this in itself 
will not entirely cover the question, is that these are fluid figures of 
course. In the first place, rather surprisingly to me, the estimate of 
the military departments on the number of families, married per- 
sonnel, has increased and the family units have increased in size. 
This is due to reevaluation by each ‘of the military departments in 
given periods of time and we had pene on one basic set of factors, 
certain percentage are married, certain percentage of the families are 
of such and such a size. Recently, particularly in the Air Force we 
have been told that the families ratio has increased and the family size 
has increased. 

Secondly the matter of determining gross requirements with respect 
to existing or adequate assets is constantly fluctuating and should be 
improving because houses are being made available, which affects your 
gross requirement figure. 

So I would say that those two might well offer a reason for the dif- 
ference in the two figures and between the 2 years; however, I will be 
very happy to explore that further, Senator Case, and to give any other 
additional data that might clear up that point. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I think if the tables which are sub- 
mitted herein connection with the Secretary’s statement were pre- 
pared on a comparative basis, if we hi ad a table whey would show in 
one column the requirements as submitted for March 25, 1957, and the 
table for the corresponding time a year ago, that the several discrepan- 
cies or the several pl aces where they do not conform would be readily 
apparent. Then if they were explained with a footnote in each case 
we would get a specific answer. 
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Senator Srennis. Could you supplement this showing here with 
that parallel table ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir, we will do that. 

Senator Srennis. It will be very helpful. 

Senator Case. It does occur to me that the increase of the Air Force 
strength itself, with the statement the Secretary has made about the 
family requirements in the Air Force, may offer some key to that ; but 
on the face of it, just looking at the figures without some explan: tion, 
we would be in a difficult spot if we go on the floor and say although 
we provided 25,000 additional family housing units, and yet we have 
an increase in our deficit of 20,000 units and we don’t know why, we 
certainly would be in a difficult position on the floor. 

Mr. Bryant. We shall make the information avail: able to you, 

(The information was subsequently furnished and is printed be- 
low :) 

An explanation of the differences in family housing requirements, assets and 
deficits presented this year by chart No. 1 of Mr. Bryant’s statement and the cor- 
responding figures for requirements, assets, and deficits which were presented in 
Mr. Floete’s statement before the Senate Armed Services Committee 1 year ago 
(these latter figures for the fiscal year 1957 program are shown following p. 72 
of the report of the hearings before the Senate Armed Services Committee on 
the dates of February 7, 9, etc., 1956). 

A comparative summary of worldwide housing requirements reported in testi- 
mony in February 1956 and in May 1957 is as follows: 





1956 | 1957 
Copan DOIIIOAE, 6 i oo cht cn ie eke me APTA ee piel b dasa | 648, 567 693, 895 
Adequate existing housing.-................. scala sli date neiid ti oS 375, 500 | 400, 694 
SIU hs Sw hdd Sho a lo peldtencd on ddsghg~s'Lidaedek es 273, 067 293, 201 
Programed housing..........-- i a a 54, 827 94, 927 


ek a ister abieaieneadinditiaiean aa | 218, 240 198, 274 


The gross requirements represent married personnel of the officer and upper 
enlisted grades. Adequate existing housing includes Government housing existing 
and under contract, as well as private assets. Programed housing includes Gov- 
ernment construction scheduled for execution but not yet under contract. 

Although strength levels have slightly declined, gross requirements have in- 
creased by 45,328 for two reasons: 

(1) An increasing percentage of married personnel in the Air Force. 
Although the percentage of Air Force officer personnel married has dropped 
from 85 to 80, the enlisted percentage has increased from 20 to 27. Because 
of the larger number of enlisted personnel, the net effect has been an increase 
in Air Force gross requirements from 249,600 to 274,600. 

(2) Through a misunderstanding of reporting instructions last year, Navy 
reported gross requirements of 149,402 representing all installations where 
construction of new housing was planned. This year Navy correctly reported 
a gross requirement of 173,797, representing all married officer and upper 
enlisted personnel wherever located. 

It will further be noted that existing assets have increased, to reflect new 
Government construction as well as some increase in private housing. Moreover, 
programed housing has sharply increased, primarily as a result of planned con- 
struction under the Capehart program. Consequently, despite the increase in 
gross requirements, the “projected deficit” has dropped by 19,966 since last year. 


Senator Stennis. You haven’t changed the general formula on that, 
have you? 

Mr. Bryant. We haven’t changed the general formula. We are 
trying to practice a little more safety i in the appli ication of our formula. 
For example, we are trying to maintain in most instances a 50 to 55 
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percent requirement of housing on post for the number of families ac 
cording to our program should be taken care of and need to be taken 
care of. 

This we think will have a safety factor in relationship to the impact 
on the economy of the neighboring areas. 

In some instances, Mr. Chair man, we will have to exceed that in what 
we call isolated areas where we have little or no community support. 
The charts which I am supplying and the letter which you have per- 
mitted me to file will indicate why we have exceeded and where these 
places are. 

I think the whole will be useful to you and your committee in this 

matter of housing programs. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. All right, 
we will proceed now. 

Mr. Brranr. I will not take much more of your time than is neces- 
sary with respect to the information on page 25, for example, that 
relates—— 

Senator Stennis, All these other pages go into the record, 22, 23, 24? 

Mr. Bryant. I want to start again on page 25 if I may. The reason 
for that is that it shows the status of the Capehart housing program 
and we thought your committee would be interested in a presentation 
of what has occurred. The table will show and I think it is self- 
explanatory. I will briefly mention the fact that the average cost 
of the units involved in this Capehart program is 14,498 per unit 
which is about 15,000 and that the average requirement for appro- 
priated funds which is siting and offsite utilities av erages $569 so 
that you will see that the overall average total costs for units now under 
contract amounts to $15,067. I mention also on page 26 that we have 
about exhausted—we have exhausted the $200 million statutory au- 
thorization for financing through the Federal National Mortgage 
Association. We asked recently for an increase of that by another 
hundred million dollars but I noticed recently the House adopted 
or passed a bill which granted $300 million of NMA aid for the Cape- 
hart program. Whether or not that will be adopted by the Senate, 
of course, is problematical. So at the present time FNMA support 
is practically nil. However, I am in a position to report that there 
are encouraging signs in the private money mortgage market and 
there is every reason to be hopeful by the fall, more of these will be, 
as they should be, placed in private hands, private funds: We are 
beginning to get some access to pension funds which are quite contribu- 
tory sources and as interest rates settle, I think this program will be 
financed in that way, I am very hopeful. 

Because of these factors, I will now skip down to the middle of page 
27 but ask that the balance or unstated portion of my statement be 
kept in the record. I call your attention to the statement in order 
to limit the rate of advertising to the absorptive capacity of the pri- 
vate financial market, instructions have been issued to the military 
departments which stipulate that projects aggregating not more than 
17,000 units—that is, 6,000 for Army, 3,000 for Navy, and 8,000 for 
Air Force—may be in the “advertised but not under construction” 

category at any one time. New projects will be placed in this 17,000 
unit pool only as projects with an equivalent number of units are 
financed and put under construction. Under this control plan, proj- 
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ects will move from advertising into the construction stage as rapidly 
as private funds are obtained for financial construction. 

And if any Federal funds through FNMA are available they will 
be used for the most urgently needed projects. 

We are trying to keep a sort of funnel going here and as units can 
be advertised and financed others will be added to it on a priority 
basis which the services have provided to us. 

Briefly, on overseas I have made a report here to you which I won’t 
trouble to read into the record in toto, but we have completed so 
nearly 1,500 houses or will have completed them shortly in the United 
Kingdom and we have an approval for a second increment of 960 on 
which bids will be issued heats. 

- Those two in Great Britain, by the way, Mr. Chairman, were con- 
structed under tobacco sales to Great Britain—surplus tobacco. 

Senator Case. Under the provision we placed in our construction 
act back in 1953 ? 

Mr. Bryant. Public Law 480 of the 83d Congress. 

Senator Stennis. We had an additional law. It wasn’t 480. 

Mr. Bryant. These were constructed under 480. 

We couldn’t make similar deals in France, as my text will indicate, 
because we weren’t able to sell surplus agricultural products on that 
basis under that law. We developed this barter type of transaction 
where a combination team of commodity dealer and a local construc- 
tion group submitted bids and from those we, after prolonged nego- 
tiations, recently negotiated a contract for approximately 2,800 houses 
at 16 locations in France. We expect that to be closed shortly and if it 
is and when it is, it will be a precedent which we think we can success- 
fully use not only in France, as necessity requires there, but it is also 
possible to use it in other areas, largely because some of these other 
areas want to see how these things work. 

Commodity Credit Corporation wants to see how this works and it’s 
more or less of a trial thing. Although personally I am quite happy 
with the results we have obtained so far in this enterprise. 

Senator Case. Are you contemplating, or at the present time, pur- 
suing, any guaranty rental arrangements in France ? 

Mr. Bryant. No, this is a barter deal. We have no more rental 
guaranty projects; is that correct ? 

Mr. Arrtncron. Mr. Chairman, the last rental guaranty housing 
project was scheduled for completion in this spring pursuant to a 
contract signed 2 years ago. 

Senator Case. Was that in France? 

Mr. ArrineTon. Yes. 

Senator Case. Have you exhausted the authority or the clearance 
the committee gave you with respect to units and dollars under the 
guaranteed rental plan? 

Mr. Arrtnoton. No, sir; we haven’t, but we have been substituting 
the commodity plan for the rental guaranty plan wherever possible 
because the rental guaranty plan rests on dollar payments and the 
commodity plan saves the dollar outflow. 

Senator Case. That is the intent and hope. I am glad to learn that 
you are doing that. In fact, Mr. Chairman, speaking for myself, I 
would prefer that the Defense Department not seek any additional 
projects under the guaranty rental plan without specifically coming 
before the committee before they start negotiations on them. 
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diy | Senator Stennis. I think we ought to close the door on it myself. 
: You seem to have abandoned it and I don’t see why we couldn’t dehy- 
vill drate it further and deauthorize the matter. 
Mr. Bryant. We have the same criticism and objection to the use of 
— that medium as the Senator has. It was somewhat before my era but 
ity I am sure it was the only alternative at the time that seemed available. 
d We have developed these other systems. As Mr. Arrington says, I 
mt am personally anxious to avoid any further use of these unless the emer- 
e gency is so great, then I will be glad to tell you. 
ted Senator Stennis. Would you object to deauthorization of any out- 
7" standing authority on it? ‘ 
:. Mr. Bryant. There is nothing outstanding presently that can be 
on- 


used as authority. 
é Senator Stennis. Beg your pardon? 
—_ Mr. Bryant. There is no present authorization outstanding. 
Senator Case. Let’s ask Mr. Arrington to submit for the record the 
table which will show what projects have been built and the extent to 
which the authority has been liquidated. 
Mr. Arrineron. Yes, sir. 


ate, Senator Casr. Very well, give us a report on that. As we under- 
hat stand now, there is no outstanding authority ¢ 

— Mr. Bryant. What is the exact status of that? 

ne Mr. Arrinecron. The hundred million dollar rental guaranty au- 
se thority is specifically continued in section 407 of the present bill. 
fit In other words it is exempted from the revision. The last rental 


guaranty project which we closed was in Spain, almost a year ago— 
SS- errs 
July of 1956. 


: SO % f y . ‘ef . . 
ul Mr. Bryanr. What I am referring to, if I may interject here now, 
her . “ae, . . = . % . . ° 
not the possibilities of existing legislation but existing authority so 
“ts far as authorization from my office was concerned for these plans. 
as But Mr. Arrington properly has specifically answered, I think, the 
PP. question. 
aad Senator Casr. Let us have a table. We at one time said you could 
go ahead so far on this, which was a limitation on the original basic 
authority. I want to see how much was liquidated. Personally I 
ntal : wea “ : gots ‘ 
would be inclined to terminate any unliquidated authorization. 
ing (The table requested was subsequently submitted and is printed 
| below :) 
oa 
The following is a résumé of the authorization which is still available under 
which rental guaranty housing can be constructed. Based on the best available 
information, liabilities under the rental guaranty program may be summarized 
as follows: 
ince 
the % a l i. Tag ots 
Total | Maximum ; Current 
Location Units | Monthly} scheduled | contingent Expired | contingent 
no rental rental liability liability | liability 
Ling (95 percent) 
ible aes | Oks 
the France A 1, 210 | $121 | $8,784,600 | $8,345,370 | $3,055, 250 | $5, 290, 120 
France B 1, 184 | 110 | 7,814,400 | 7, 423, 680 970, 640 6, 453, 040 
France C 2, 444 105 | 21, 556,080 | 20, 478, 276 759, 360 19, 718, 916 
that : | oe 
I Total 4, 838 38, 155, O80 | 36, 247, 326 4, 785, 250 31, 462, 076 
f, Morocco 700 110 | 9,240,000 | 8, 778,000 209, 000 8, 569, 000 
vind Spain. 1, 518 | 96 | 12,241, 152 | 11, 629, 094 11, 629, 094 
ing Grand total 7,056 | 59, 636, 232 | 56,654,420 | 4,994,250 | 51, 660, 170 
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Item A for France covers individual contracts at Chateauroux, Orleans, and 
Petit Beauregard (EUCOM). Items B and C cover package contracts Nos, 
1 and 2, containing 10 and 21 separate projects, respectively. Guaranty periods 
are 5 years for France A and B, 7 years for France C and Spain, and 10 years 
for Morocco. Guaranties become effective upon completion of construction, at 
which time the liabilities are at their peaks; subsequently the liabilities pro- 
gressively decline until the end of the guaranty periods. 

The present contingent liability or exposure is $51,660,170 compared to the 
maximum of $100 million authorized by law. Accordingly, there is $48,339,830 
in available rental guaranty authorization at the present time. 

Mr. Bryant. We will doubtless confer with you gentlemen further 
before we act on any deauthorization. But we will consider striking 
that out. 

Senator Casr. At the same time I would commend them for using 
this barter system and the use of the nondollar authority which they 
have. Ithink that is splendid to do that. 

Senator Stennis. It shows that there is a substitute which they 
have made workable, and that induces me to say we can dispense with 
this other. 

Mr. Bryant. Pursuant to that philosophy, in addition to those 
units he mentioned in Spain we have plans for 426 units which will be 
on the surplus commodity type of deal in Morocco. 

Senator Stennis. You are talking of Spain first ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, and then Morocco. We have already made use 
of some $17 million which was created in Japan some time back 
through the sale of surplus commodities, which we utilized. 

So there is no guaranteed rental involved in that area. In Italy we 
have under contemplation the construction of some 616 units which 
will be paid for from lira proceeds of surplus agricultural commodity 
sales showing the tendency to continue that type of operation. That 
also will apply to Bermuda and the Philippines. 

Senator Dies With respect to all these, Mr. Secretary, are we 
correct in assuming that you apply the same criteria for determining 
need that you would if the housing were to be built by appropriated 
funds? 

Mr. Bryant. In principle, yes, sir. But the variance in some of 
these countries is hard to define, hard to put into the same category. 
In other words you find in some areas where there is a very limited 
amount of possible supporting housing but so far as determining the 
need the answer to your question is “Yes, the same.” 

Senator Casr. I think probably they would be justified in applying 
their criteria a little more liberally perhaps in determining the need 
if they have a way to answer it. But still even if we are using this 
substitute for money, so to speak, or substitute for dollars, we ought 
not to overbuild; from the standpoint of local psychology within the 
country as well as our own interest. 

Mr. Bryant. That is correct. It’s not only a matter of the psy- 
chology of the country. Also this is not free money in the true sense 
of the word. Because these commodities presumably could result in 
cash income sold on the world market and one of the difficulties that 
the Commodity Credit Corporation has is in the delay, in the repay- 
ment to them of the value of the commodities sold because they are 
paid out of the income derived from the loss of quarters allowances and 
it is a long payout from their standpoint. 
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They have to get their money to operate their business by appropria- 
tions and they are getting a little thin. So we do have to be careful. 

Senator Stennis. Does the Commodity Credit Corporation have to 
wait out those monthly payments? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you had to underwrite it and settle it. 

Mr. Bryant. We underwrite the ultimate payments, the Defense 
Department has agreed. 

Sesto Case. That should operate as a brake against undue Luild- 
ing too. 

Mr. Bryanr. That’s right, it is. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I thought you had altogether a different 
formula though for these foreign countries from what you had here 
and it seems to me you would be justified in having a different formula, 
a more liberal one as Senator Case said. 

Mr. Bryan. I tried to include that response in my answer to Sena- 
tor Case, that the problem of finding anything adequate in many of 
these foreign countries is much more acute communitywise than it is 
in the United States so that there is a liberalization to that degree. 

If you wish I will resume in an effort to speed this up. I touched 
on the question which you referred to in your opening statement, Mr. 
Chairman, about the increase in the prior years’ authorization. I will 
not repeat the figures because you have already put them in the record, 
but simply to assert what you already know and that is that these cost 
increases are normal, ‘They are due to construction costs which have 
been going up at the rate of some 5 percent a year. The heavy-duty 
pavement which we have to build is a great deal more expensive than 
that which we built except for the basic SAC bases and all of those 
now require that pavement. AJl of those entered into the increase in 
the deficiencies which we have asked to be covered. 

Now, I have some small, few pages here on general provisions and 
as I also said these follow the pattern established in prior military 
construction acts and a description of each is outlined below. 

Senator Case. Mr. Secretary, you have indicated that the principal 
reason for the deficiency authorization increases is due to an increase 
in costs. I presume that in some instances however there might be a 
deficiency in the authorization if there has been a change in mission, 
or if within the mission you have decided you needed some addiitonal 
facility. I would ask for your assurance that where the increase is be- 
cause of an increase in the facilities, we have as specific a justification 
for the particular increase in the facilities at any station as we would 
if it Were a new request. 

Mr. Bryanr. I understand and your question is well taken. These 
do not involve new or additions to facilities originally requested and 
approved. ‘They are entirely devoted to the increase in the cost of 
constructing those facilities which were approved. 

Senator Case. Where we had a line item ? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suerman. And these items have all been gone over the same 
as the regular part of the bill has, I can assure you. 

Senator Case. What? 

Mr. Sueripan. Just the same as in the regular titles of the bill, the 
increase in authorization received the same scrutiny. 
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Senator Case. Will we be furnished with a tabulation of those? 

Mr. SHERIDAN. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. | thought they were in the bill. 

Mr. Suerman. They are in the bill. And the supporting data will 
be presented by the services. 

Senator Srennis. What is your next item you want to mention 
on 31? 

Mr. Bryant. Sections 401 through 405 repeat similar provisions in 
Public Law 968, 84th Congress. We are asking in section 406, the 
original bill, Public Law 968, 84th Congress authorization land acqui- 
sition projects not exceeding $5,000 would be repealed by this 
proposed new section 406 and a new limit of $25,000 would be author- 
ized for each land acquisition project. The reason for that is this. 
We think this higher limitation is desirable in order to better carry 
out the original intent of section 406 of Public Law 968 of the 84th 
Congress which was to expedite the handling of small real estate 
acquisition projects and to reduce the formalities and expenses that 
were involved. Moreover, this new $25,000 limitation is desirable in 
order to achieve consistency with title 6, of Public Law 155 of the 
82d Congress which requires a review by the Armed Services Com- 
mittees of real estate acquistion only if they exceed $25,000. 

It is a matter in our opinion of bringing the two into more equal 
focus. However, I leave that with you for your further consideration. 

Senator Casz. Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Srennis. Senator Case? 

Senator Casr. [ don’t know why $25,000 was selected in one case 
and $5,000 in the other. I would agree that there should be some con- 
sistency between them. What would you think if we used 20,000 
for the mark in both instances, brought the rental review down to 20 
but raised the other from 5 to 20 and use 20 as the dividing line? 

Mr. Bryant. I don’t think there is any 

Senator Casr. Is there any particular reason for 25 ? 

Mr. Suerman. It conforms then with title 6 of Public Law 155. 

Senator Casz. We would have to change title 6. 

Mr. Bryant. That is correct. I don’t know there is any particular 
merit in one figure or another. We chose 25 because the present law, 
Public Law 155, does not require a review of real-estate acquisitions. 

Senator Case. The clerk tells me the procedures are set up for 25 
and if it would simplify the thing I don’t see that there is any point. 
I also was trying to tind out if there was some magic about 25 in terms 
of annual rental and so forth. 

Mr. Bryant. No, sir. 

Mr. Suermwan. The 25 has been established by the other law and if 
we made it 20 it would mean changing Public Law 155 as well. 

Senator Casr. That suggestion was made for bringing out the rea- 
son if there was some specific mechanics or magic in the figure 25. 

Mr. Suerwan. Twenty-five is preferable because of the procedures 
that have been worked out under 155. 

Mr. Bryant. Do you wish me to proceed ? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. Bryant. Section 407 is not new. It simply advances for 1 year 
the general recession provision now found in section 410 of Public Law 
968, 84th Congress and continues in effect the established policy of re- 
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pealing longstanding military construction authorizations that have 
not been used by the military departments, 

Section 408 is asked to extend the leasing authority for housing at 
tactical installations for 1 more year, fiscal year 1959, and increases 
that authority from 3,000 units as provided in Public Law 968 of the 
84th Congress to a new total of 5,000 units so that Nike and antiair- 
craft gun site housing requirements may be met by utilizing existing 
private housing to the greatest possible extent. 

I feel that is desirable because I am reluctant because of the extra 
costs of building these small units wherever possible, where any other 
alternative is possible to find that solution other than construction and 
we do find increasing opportunities to rent places which are within 
the means of the military personnel. Naturally if the community 
housing rental availability is not there, we will have to build. 

I would like to have the unit authorization increased to 5,000 and the 
authority which will expire this year extended through fiscal 1959. 

Senator Srennis. That pertains solely to Nike installations? 

Mr. bryant. Tactical sites, the most of them are Nike and antiair- 
craft gun site locations. 

Mr. BeLirv. They are isolated sites where you do not desire to build 
permanent quarters ¢ 

Mr. Bryant. That’s right. 

Mr. Sueripan. They are not so isolated. They have to be near com- 
munities where there are rental facilities. 

Mr. BeLtev. They are isolated as far as military camps and stations 
are concerned. 

Mr. SuHerman. That’s right. 

Mr. Bryant. Section 408 proposed would make the current statu- 
tory floor area limitations applicable to all housing authorized for con- 
struction with appropriated funds, by repealing the more restrictive 
limitations which applied to those units authorized under Public Law 
765, of the 83d Congress. 

Senator Case. Does that mean you have some authorization under 
Public Law 765 of the 85d Congress which you haven’t built? 

Mr. Sueripan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bryant. Mr. Sheridan had quite a time wrestling with this 
problem. 

With regard to section 409—the current statutory floor area limita- 
tions which are now applicable to all housing except that constructed 
with appropriated funds under Public Law 765, September 1, 1954, are 
as follows: Noncommissioned officers, 1,080; company grade, 1,250; 
field, 1,400; colonels, 1.670; and generals, 2,100. 

Public Law 765, 83d Congress, however, specified more restric- 
tive floor area limitations in section 404, which reads as follows: “Not 
to exceed 250 units of family quarters constructed under the authority 
of titles I, IT, and III of this act shall have a net floor area of not to 
exceed 2,100 square feet. None of the other family quarters authorized 
to be constructed by this act shall have a net floor area in excess of 
1,250 square feet, and the average net floor area of all of such other 
family quarters shall not exceed 1,080 square feet.” 

Senator Casr. In other words you have two different standards. 
You apply one standard to the housing built under Public Law 765 and 
a different standard for the others. 


1 This is the act which authorized appropriated fund housing. 
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Mr. Bryant. That’s right. 

Mr. Suerman. In answer to Senator Case’s question, where there 
are houses still authorized under Public Law 765 that were not built, 
in Secretary Bryant’s statement to it, as to that, is a report showing 
just what the current status of all Public Law 765 housing authoriza- 
tion is. It isin the back of the statement, sir. 

Mr. Bryant. Section 410 would ermit up to 15 percent of enlisted 
men’s quarters, that is those were 4 bedrooms to have a total floor area 
not to exceed 1,250 square feet. The limitations on other units would 
be remaining unchanged. The reason for this is as follows: The mili- 
tary departments now advise that more than one-sixth of the married 
enlisted men in the upper g grade E-7 through E-4 with 7 or more years 
service have families of the size and composition require 4-bedroom 
units. Experience has demonstrated that an adequate 4-bedroom unit 
requires at least 1,200 to 1,250 square feet of net floor area. 

‘his section would permit up to 15 percent of enlisted men’s quarters 
to have the upper limits of 1,250 square feet. This is something I men- 
tioned about the growth and size of families in the military depart- 
ments. Section 411 would provide for a minor language change in 
Public Law 968 to restrict the applicability of this section to con- 
struction contracts under the Capehart program and to purchase con- 
tracts under the Wherry acquisition program that is to housing con- 

struction or acquisition contracts developed under legislation not origi- 

nating in the Armed Service Committees. The section to eliminate 
reporting under this provision of housing authorized by military con- 
struction acts, because such housing has valre: ady been justified to the 
Armed Services Committees prior ‘to authorization. It further pro- 
poses a reduction in the time period from 180 to 15 days. 

The question may be asked about that and properly, Mr. Chairman. 
Our experience has been that 15 days is adequate. However, it may not 
appeal to the committee. It is a proposal which I offer here for your 
consideration. 

Senator Casg. Where are those reports to be made? 

Mr. Bryant. To both. 

Senator Case. What will be covered; reports to the committees? 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. That was the provision we put into the bill last year 
after it was vetoed; the military construction bill, Senator Stennis. 
Before contract could be made, these reports on proposed housing 
would have to be filed with the committee 180 days. 

Mr. BeLiev. Unless the committee responded in writing that it had 
no further questions before the 180 days were up. 

Mr. Bryant. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLirv. Some of the members of the committee might ask what 
damage the 180-day period did to your program. 

Mr. Bryant. I can only say to you, frankly, that my own experi- 
ence—and I also say this in all sincerity—that it has not caused us 
any great disturbance. 

Senator Case. I can see how 180 days might, in a changing cost 
market, affect the situation. 

Senator Srennis. We have passed them out rather promptly. 

Mr. Bryant. In most instances your reaction has been very prompt, 
sir. 
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Senator Casr. 15 days might be too short. I'd like to ask the Sec- 
retary what he thinks: about 30 days. 

Mr. Bryant. I personally am in a somewhat embarrassing position. 
I have no real convictions with respect to the time factor. “As I also 
said, our experience with the committees has been, except in instances 
where they have proper concern and wanted more information, that 
our responses have been quite fast. 

Mr. Suerwan. The actual experience on that, Senator Case, has 
been 11 days’ time, average. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s go on to the next one. I think that is pretty 
well understood. 

Mr. Bryant. Section 412 would further amend section 407 of Pub- 
lic Law 765, 83d Congress, surplus-commodity program, to assure that 
housing allotments otherwise paid to or rental charges collected from 
civilian personnel will be available for payments to the Commodity 
Credit Corporation when such personnel occupy housing constructed 
under this program. 

Senator Stennis. That is just clarification. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. Cost limitations, as to which there might 
be some consider: able difference of opinion. The language of the 
general provisions of this bill does not include limitations of unit 
costs of barracks, warehouses, bachelor officers’ quarters, and cold- 
storage facilities. These categories of facilities represent only 6 
percent of the total new authorization being requested in this bill. 

As you know, all projects are administratively controlled by care- 
ful reviews in my office, not only before inclusion in authorization and 
appropriation programs, but also at the time of apportionment of 
funds. This is effected by the use of sound standards of design and 
construction, by checking cost reports that are submitted to my office 
on contract awards for military construc tion, and by observing cost 
trends as reported by authoritative engineering publications. 

Arbitrary cost limitations are often ‘unsatisfactory because they do 
not take into account varying economic conditions and labor rates, 
geographical location, and site conditions. We therefore recommend 
that the cost limitations be not included in the bill, relying on ad- 
ministrative control of costs through standards of design and con- 
struction and continuing reviews of program items and cost estimates. 

And, in closing, I would like to inform the committee that this pro- 
posed legislation has been reviewed by the Director of the Budget, 
who states that there is no objection to the submission to the Congress 
and that it is in accord with the program of the President. The Sec- 
retary of Defense recommends its enactment. 

You, of course, realize that I deeply appreciate the opportunity to 
appear before you, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, and 
to assure you that any information that we can supply that you desire 
we stand ready to offer. 

Senator Srennis. We certainly want to thank you and your staff 
for a very good report. I think it will prove to be a very helpful 
one. We especially appreciate your covering these matters about 
the land, and also ‘about the housing problem that we made special 
inquiry about. I have a number of questions here that Id like to ask 
you, but I don’t want to usurp the time. I’m going to be compelled 
togoat12. You gentlemen proceed. 
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Senator Jackson. I will be happy to yield tothe chairman. I have 
but 1 or 2 minor questions. 

Senator Srennis. As a general proposition, we might want to call 
Secretary Bryant and Mr. Sheridan back anyway. 

Mr. Bryanv. All right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. If we do conclude at 12 it is not bobtailing your 
testimony or anything like that. 

Senator Jackson, I yield to you and Senator Case now in any ques- 
tions you have. 

Senator Jackson. I’ll take a minute. I was pleased to note, Mr. 
Secretary, that about 93 percent of the construction work is on a com- 
petitive-bid basis. I guess that is the right figure. 

Mr. Bryant. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. Is the balance such a type work that you can’t 
very well let it on competitive bid ? 

Mr. Bryant. That’s true. I think Mr. Sheridan might be able to 
give you some examples of the type that do not lend themselves readily 
to open bid. 

Senator Jackson. In that connection, you will recall my previous 
interest in the DEW line matter. I appreciate the fact that the De- 
partment did call ahead for competitive bid in the westward exten- 
sion of the DEW line. 

Mr. Suerwan. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. How about the Navy’s end of that operation; 
was that work let on a competitive-bid basis? 

Mr. Bryant. I believe it was. Do you know? 

Mr. Suerman. A cost-plus-fixed-fee contract has been negotiated 
for Navy construction work at one location on the western extension 
of the DEW line. The other Navy construction work required for 
this western extension is being accomplished by formally advertised 
competitive-bid contracts. 

Senator Jackson. That’s all. I'll defer my other questions until 
we get to the specific departments. I think the Secretary has given 
us a very fine report and I want to say that I’m particularly impressed 
by his efforts to reduce the land-acquisition requirements of the De- 
partment of Defense. I think this has been one of our most trouble- 
some problems, and I think it is one area where we can practice re- 
straint. Once we move in on real estate our problems only get under- 
way, interminable problems; and I want to commend Secretary Bryant 
for what I think isa very fine report. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case? 

Senator Case. I'll join in what has been said about the excellence of 
this statement. I think it is very good and very helpful. I have asked 
several questions during the course of the presentation. I only have 
two questions now to ask. One is, Do I understand that you propose 
to ask for funding in appropriations of this entire request in this same 
fiscal year ? 

Mr. Suerwwan. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes. 

Senator Cass. In other words, this authorization has been limited 
to the funding that you expect to accomplish this year? 

Mr. Bryant. That is correct. 

Mr. Suerman. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Casr. The second question goes to this last point you had in 
our statement on cost limitations, It would be a little revolutionary 
if we don’t have cost limitations on barracks and bachelor officer quar- 
ters and so forth. It seems that armed services legislation as far 
back as I can remember has carried these cost limitations. 

Mr. Sueripan. If they are included, Senator Case, we would like 
to propose an increase in the number of them, and we can testify in 
detail on that. 

Senator Casr. Do you know offhand, Mr. Sheridan, whether or not 
my impression is correct, that we have carried cost limitations on 
housing and quarters and bachelor officer quarters for a great many 
years back ? 

Mr. Suerian. I think it is at least 5 or 6 years. 

Senator Stennis. I can give you a little information—the unit-cost 
limitations as to warehousing and related items, I think, was written 
in about 1951. That is the present version of the law, because they 
varied from one service to another as much as $1 or more per square 
foot. That was one of the reasons we put those uniform limitations in, 
and we did it on advice of the United States engineers after conferring 
with them and also some outside construction engineers. I think we 
can reconsider those unit costs, but as far as abolishing them, I would 
oppose that. I think it would put you in more trouble in a way if you 
didn’t have those limitations on there. 

I could be mistaken in that. But I imagine these different depart- 
ments would move in on you. 

Mr. Suerman. We would like to consider an increase at least. 

Senator Case. If we were to consider eliminating them there ought 
to be some system of reporting periodically so we could see what kind 
of a trend was being developed if the checkrein were taken off. 

Mr. Bryant. The evidence is overwhelming that there are presently 
impediments to the point of negotiating some of these construction 
items under existing cost limitations. Certainly we will be able to 
present fundamental evidence to show the necessity for increases. I 
understand the chairman’s position and perhaps it might leave us 
in a more uneasy status. 

However, perhaps we are overconfident in our checks and balances 
in our shop. I also appreciate the philosophy involved in your ques- 
tion, Senator Case, that at least we ought to be able to see if we should 
go in this route. Comparatively how this is going and how this is 
building up, if it is, as Mr. Sheridan said, we are in a position and will 
be able to give you specific evidence and information relative to exist- 
ing gross costs. 

Senator Case. If we abolish the limitation and had a system of 
reporting and we found that in some instances you exceeded what it 
was but in other instances you didn’t use that much, there might be 
more justification that we could offer to the Congress for taking off 
the ceiling. 

I am aware that when you have a ceiling it tends to become an 
average, everybody builds up and designs for it. If there were some 
way that we could assure that the designing took into consideration 
the varying costs or, if we had the legislation which made the ceiling 
limitation on the average rather than a specific ceiling on each indi- 
vidual project, you might have some flexibility. 








58 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Mr. Suermwan. We have a nationwide average in there now. In last 
year’s law that is the way the committee reported it. 

Senator Casr. That is Zone of Interior ? 

Mr. Suerman. Yes, that is. 

Senator Stennis. We will be glad to hear you especially on that. 

Senator Cass. I don’t think we can justify to the Senate the aboli- 
tion of a ceiling unless we have assurance of some policing to take 
its place. 

Mr. Suerman. We would like to make a presentation at the con- 
venience of the committee. 

Senator Srennis. We will hear you especially on that. It is a 
major matter to you and is a major matter to us. 

I have a question or two here if I may, Mr. Secretary. Last year 
Mr. Floete who was in the position you occupy said this to us, “We 
realize that we have a great many inactive installations at the present 
time and that it is imperative that they be given thorough study to 
determine what we should do. Recently in California I saw four 
inactive ones in a row up and down the coastline which is rather 
startling.” 

Now the question is what has been the result if any of the studies 
that. he mentions and would you furnish the committee a list to go 
into the record of inactive installations, their dollar values, and the 
reasons for retention ? 

(The matter referred to is as follows:) 


List oF ALL INACTIVE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE INSTALLATIONS, THEIR DOLLAR 
VALUE, AND THE REASON FOR THEIR RETENTION 


Inactive naval installations (in continental United States), as of Mar. 31, 1957 








Cost to 
District and installation Location Govern- Reason for retention 
ment 
Ist NAVAL DiIstRIcT 
Massachusetts: 
Auxiliary Air Station.-..-..-- Marthas Vineyard.-.| $2, 678,886 | Mobilization requirement. 
Bad lovalizer................. SII no icra atsne setae ni tehiatsa ae Disposal to General Services 
Administration. 
Redie station... scvs-..cnss- Squantum......... 294, 500 | Disposal to Air Force and U. 8, 
Coast Guard. 
Industrial reserve gear plant....} Lynn_............-.| 4,338,850 | Mobilization requirement. 
Industrial reserve shipyard... BEI. nal camie 16, 554, 928 Do. 
Rhode Island: 
Naval reservation..........--.-- Rose Island. -.-.-.-. 304, 000 | Disposal to U. 8. Coast Guard, 
8p NAVAL DISTRICT 
New York: | 
Naval magazine. ............-- | Fort Lafayette-._.-- 396, 000 Pereuble permit to New York 
ity. 
Radio station------- 2 Bellmore..........-. 39, 441 | Disposal to Army. 
Recruiting management facility.| Baldwin. .....__-- 371, 244 | Conversion other use, 
Industrial reserve shipyard. _. Brooklyn ...-.--| 1,004,528 | Mobilization requirement. 
Sterling Precision Instrument a, ee 440, 194 Do. 
New Jersey: 
Naval reservation ee. oe 958, 240 Do. 
Naval Reserve shipyard - - Kearney-.- _..| 16, 673, 699 Do. 


EPL A Addieniicddbtbewt be Newark. _.........-.| 16, 671, 857 Do. 
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last Inactive naval installations (in continental United States), as of Mar, 31, 1957— 
Continued 
Cost to 
District and installation Location Govern- Reason for retention 
ment 
hat. ‘ gr am Be aed 
oli- 
ake 4ma Naval District 
Pennsylvania: 
Naval Industrial Reserve Ord- | Glassmere__.__.._.-- 496, 390 | Mobilization being excessed. 
-On- nance plant. 
Midvale-Heppenstall Co__......| Philadelphia._.._...| 1,383, 452 | Mobilization requirement. 
; Naval Industrial Reserve Ord- | Pittsburgh_...._...- 2, 622, 471 Do. 
IS a nance plant. 
Naval Industrial Reserve ship- | Ambridge_.......... 6, 577, 507 Do. 
yard. 
rear Dathpncicuwionddunanmeata Philadelphia......._| 16, 789, 255 Do. 
‘We 6TH NAvAL DistRIcT 
sent Maryland: 
t Rail-water terminal facility.....| Hawkins Point___..- 643, 960 Do. 
y 0 Virginia: 
our Auxiliary air station. ..........- ID swiss ek ciniecmcargiote 479,136 | Disposal to U. S. Coast Guard 
ete. 
her Whose echoeh.. ois ev li kn don Richmond ---__..- 2, 887, 729 | Mobilization requirement. 
Werte 40250. 5 8o.c4sq8-- Virginia Beach ---_-- 2, 260 | Disposal to U. 8S. Coast Guard. 
Alabama: 
dies TWEED. uiccccoe ccd: tia) MO acotioe ee 300 | Disposal to Civil Aeronautics 
Administration. 
» LO Waterman Steamship Corp----- Ghicamaw........... 2, 879, 581 | Mobilization requirement. 
° Florida: 
the Air Gunners School_______.-__- Yellow Water______- 253, 177 Do. 
Auxiliary landing field_.........| Marathon...____..-- (1) Do. 
Do.-- ike an die Richmond _..-.-.| 6,607,099 Do. 
Cold storage plant_.__-.-.-.-- SO het i ad a 99,028 | Disposal to General Services 
Administration. 
Cis GR. . ei - ssw: Flemings Island_..-- 849, 100 Do. 
LLAR ES PTS SEE Lake Butler_..__._--| 897,094 | Mobilization requirement. 
DN icteniin ts nccinnat pantie NS ee 508, 747 | Disposal to Air Force. 
art £52 s.ced J 560,428 | Mobilization requirement. 
an iartertiines bamccive wiacasajapeasncoa nee os eke 491,093 | Disposal to Air Force. 
1957 I cael aie dls emcengti tes osaten ioe I sg 445, 594 | Disposal. 
Bi tisaiinsn die idan wns scrinence ia Hollywood... ____.- 1, 446, 067 | Mobilization requirement. 
ia asain ees Aaicg enti dae aac 1, 485, 445 Do. 
MN nicshityittiaasicnieate it Rianne dre Ttee OO SE 508, 030 Do. 
Te ae a sie Ween. eal 637, 000 Do. 
Radio localizer_.........---- Mi \: ae 50 | Disposal, 
PPO basis pe gehlame all baila shea saindy | Melbourne_._.._____} 13 | Disposal to Air Force. 
at OIE, «<i, ccnnccncuaumminghe BC EEeniacen once 639,659 | Disposal and permit to Federal 
Housing Administration. 
Tn teh lic alist cena ca ee Fort Pierce....__._- 14, 385 | Mobilization requirement. 
Were ci oe ee Bayou Chico-...._-- 1, 500 | Disposal. 
Industrial reserve shipyard_....| Panama City. ___-- 3, 988, 223 | Mobilization requirement. 
rvices DD ctenhhdaeipecacheubakp stl Tampa........_.....] 4,899, 438 Do. 
U.S. 6TH NAVAL DISTRICT 
Mississippi: 
Schools facility...............---| Pass Christian......| 1,115, 730 Do. 
North Carolina: 
ard, MN GI0b si no ncccdiek... 3, Charlotte_..........| 8,075,085 | Inactivation. 
8TH NAVAL DISTRICT 
Louisiana: | 
York U.S. Naval Reserve shipyard_..| New Orleans_.--- 7, 289, 163 | Mobilization requirement. 
New Mexico: 
mesmeyr O0N. 2. ...%25- ..| Deming_-.--- | 7,579 Do. 
Texas: 
Auxiliary air facility. ---- ..-| Grand Prairie.......| 1,018, 133 | Disposal to General Services Ad- 
| ministration and Army, 
. Lee oe -ssede) OnGityiiii2. cee. 4, 335, 657 | Disposal subject to recapitula- 
| tion. 
Marine Corps Air Station.......; Eagle Mountain | 3,783,678 Do. 
| Lake. 
Reservation__--.--- : Camp Wallace _. 885, 145 | Disposal to General Services Ad- 
ministration. 
i ad Hitchecock-.. 497, 960 Do. 
BIO nen i neu teiedabe Rhome_.. 575, 564 Do. 
Oklahoma: 
Hospital______-.- cies Norman . 2, 417,801 | Mobilization requirement. 


INot available. 
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District and installation 
i 


9TH NAVAL DISTRICT 
Towa*” | 
Nee ai cauoe 
Outlying field No. 6... ....-.__. 
Outlying field No. 10_.......__. 
Michigan: 
Outlying field _.............-...- 
Nava! industrial reserve aircraft 


pliant. 
Naval industrial reserve ord- 
nance plant. j 
Gear Division, Borg Warner.._- 


11TH NAVAL DISTRICT 


California: 
Disciplinary barracks 
Outlying field. 
Reservation 


| URS ee PS ee eee 
Naval industrial reserve ship- | 
yard. 


12TH NAVAL DIstRIcT | 


California: | 
Auxiliary air station 


PROGINUN ... a. itawanttsiwnisces 
Outlying field __--_- 


Damer GUURS 6.364. <-tee ssc... 5 

Naval industrial reserve Foye 
plant. 

Pacitic States Steel Corp-..-.-_--| 


13TH NAVAL DISTRICT | 


__| Cotati 5: 





Idaho: 
David Taylor mode} basin-. 


| 

Oregon: 

Air station... 
Washington: 

Auxiliary air station ...........-- | 


bid ananthesc<< 
Outlying field 
Storage branch 


Naval industrial reserve ship- | 


Potomac RIVER NAVAL COMMAND | 


District of Columbia: | 
Reservation..........-.- dette a | 
Maryland: | 
Operational development .-_-.-.| 

| 


| 


Location 


Ottumwa... 
Linby 
Cedar 


aS 
ees 


Centerline... 


Detroit __ 


' 





Los Angeles | 
Santa Ana | 
Camp Dunlap. ---- 


Mojave. -- 
San Pedro 


Santa Rosa_--.-- 
Vernalis : hana 
San Leandro. 


Tiburon..... 
Berkeley 


Niles 


Farragut ---- | 


Tillamook .... 


Arlington. - 
Quillayute ---..- 
Shelton -- - 
Mount Vernon...--.-| 
Tacoma... --- 


ee 


Seattle. 
TER... concn a 





| 


9th and E Sts. SE --| 


Solomons Island 


Cost to 
Govern- 
ment 


10, 218, 751 
459, 000 
493, 000 


| 
| 


1, 359, 355 | 


15, 183, 173 
9, 168, 274 
1, 787, 770 


2, 859, 751 
256, 910 
8, 045 


18, 800 
4, 027, 926 


4, 345, 000 
2, 962, 264 
2, 867, 000 

663, 579 


28, 361 
845, 243 


260, 665 


451, 239 


13, 039, 782 
1,701, 771 
3, 563, 206 
1, 871, 646 
1, 116, 882 
1, 671, 250 


4, 683, 248 
4, 550, 119 


| 12, 483, 243 | 


29, 299 
2, 628, 020 
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Inactive naval installations (in continental United States), as of Mar. 31, 1957— 
Continued 


Reason for retention 


( 

( 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

( 

Disposal to Army. 

Mobilization requirement. 

Being excessed. 

Mobilization requirement. : 
Do. 
Do. | 

Disposal to General Services Ad- 

ministration. 


Disposal school district. 
Mobilization requirement, 


Disposal and mobilization re 
quirement. 
Mobilization requirement. 
Disposal, 
Disposal to General Service Ad- 
ministration. 
Do. 


Mobilization requirement. 


Do. 


Disposal to General Service Ad- 
ministration. 


Mobilization and disposal. 


Mobilization and disposal. 
Mobilization requirement, 
Do. 
Mobilization and disposal. 
Disposal to Army and General 
Services Administration. 
Mobilization requirement. 


Do. 
Do. 


Leased, pending disposal. 


Disposal to Army, General Serv- 
ices Administration, et al. 


NorTe.—All properties retained for future mobilization use are permitted, outleased, or otherwise utilized 
to greatest extent possible. 





Ad- 


Te 


Ad- 


eral 


erv- 


ized 
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Major inactive Army installations as of Apr. 30, 1957 





Cost to 
Name Location Govern- 

ment 
Camp Drum...............-..--- | Great Bend, N. Y-..----|$30, 107, 198 
Camp Kilmer-.-.-.- eA: CO Oe ee _.--| 44, 820, 601 
WRN Oat > ~~ <0 ns vecenpenssei Columbus, ObID. sacecs 2, 161, 722 


Camp Breckinridge... -.----- at 


Indiantown Gap Military Res- 
ervation. 





Camp Pickett 
4 U. S. Disciplinary Bar- 


racks 
Camp McCoy latinas nna 
Fort Custer... 


Camp Atterbury......-..----.-.- 
Pe Ns tiewite geeietenwdiaanse 


Camp Roberts-. 


Camp San Luis Obispo. 
Camp Stoneman... 
Birmingham Army 
Van Nuys, Calif. 
McCormack Army Hospital. 
Kings Bay Army terminal. 
Theodore Army terminal. . --. 


Hospital, 





INACTIVE INDUSTRIAL | 
INSTALLATIONS (ARMY) | 


Alabama Ordnance Works 
Birdsboro Stee] Foundry ----.-- .-} 
Cornhusker Ordnance Plant 
Nebraska Ordnance Plant_ 
Volunteer Ordnance Works ; 
Wabash River Ordnance Works 
Burlington Ordnance Plant-- 
Chicago Ordnance Plant 





Coraopolis Ordnance Steel 
Foundry. | 

Dickson Gun Plant 

East Chicago Ordn ince Steel 


Foundry. 
Green River Ordnance Plant -- 
Keystone Ordnance Works. -- 
Gulf Ordnance Plant- _- 
Kings Mills Ordnance Plant__-- 
Lima Ordnance Stee] Foundry -- 
Maumelle Ordnance Works---- 
Malta Test Station _- 


Melvindale Ordnance Forge Plant_| 
Michoud Ordnance Plant... 
National Tube Co_. if 
Oklahoma Ordnance Works- - -- 
Pacific Ordnance Steel Foundry --_| 
Plum Brook Ordnance Works.- - 
New River Ordnance Plant... 
Ridgewood Ordnance Plant 
Rockford Ordnance Plant_-- -- 
St. Louis Ordnance Steel Foundry - 
Weldon Springs Ordnance Works. 
West Virginia Ordnance W orks....| 
Marshall Chemical Plant--- 


Owl 4X Plant. __. 

St. Louis Chemical Plant. 

Seattle Chemical Plant___----- 

Niagara Falls Chemical Plant_-_- 

Lenape Ordnance Modification | 
Center, 





| Van Nuys, Calif... .- 


Morganfield, Ky 


Lebanon, Pa 


Blackstone, Va___-.---- 
Milwaukee, Wis- . -- 


Sparta, Wis_......--- mae 


Battle Creek, Mich. ..--| 


Edinburg, Ind__-_-.-...-- 
Bismarck, N, Dak. .-_-- 


Lompoc, Calif. -..__._- 
Paso Robles, Calif_--_-- 


San Luis Obispo, Calif 
Pittsburg, Calif_ 


Pasadena, Calif. .- 
Kings Bay, Ga......---- 
Theodore, Ala_--....- 


Sylacauga, Ala-_-- 
Birdsboro, Pa 


| Grand Island, Nebr... 


Fremont, Nebr 
Chattanooga, Tenn --- 
Newport, Ind 
Burlington, N. J. 
Chicago, Il_-_--- 
Coraopolis, Pa-- 


Houston, Tex 
East Chicago, Ind--. 


} Dixon, Il_--- 
|} Geneva, Pa_. 


Aberdeen, Miss- 
Kings Mills, Ohio 
Lima, Ohio 

Little Rock, Ark 
Schenectady, N. Y-- 


Detroit, Mich__-- 

New Orleans, La_- . 

McKeesport, Pa------ 

Choteau, Okla----- 

Pittsburg, Calif__. 

Sandusky, Ohio-.- 

Pulaski, Va 

Cincinnati, Ohio_-_--_-.- 

Rockford, Il 

St. Louis, Mo. ; 

Weldon Springs, Mo 

Point Pleasant, W. Va 

| New er insville, 
Ww. 

Azusa, re = 

Monsanto, Ill. 

Seattle, Wash_ 2 

Niagara Falls, N. Y-.-. 

Newark, Del. 


See footnotes at end of table. 








1$43, 507, 77: 


38, 016, 183 
23, 535, 714 | 


45, 190, 843 
3, 639, 209 


34, 208, 868 


24, 967, 211 
46, 935, 042 
882, 690 


38, 839, 097 | 
29, 955, 489 


17, 654, 368 
18, 254, 403 
942, 939 


1, 465, 656 
1, 810, 259 
2, 710, 967 


140, 000, 000 
40, 391, 532 
19, 418, 836 
51, 589, 037 
22, 649, 190 

7. 597, 195 | 
3, 955, 539 
555, 700 


6, 387, O11 
13, 625, 299 


8, 816, 851 
17, 791, 829 
12, 547, 501 

1, 898, 367 

1, 838, 336 

6, 549, 401 

5, 040, 132 





1, 629, 773 
35, 600, 925 | 
510, 045 


| 16, 038, 217 


6, 115, 422 | 
19, 275, 817 | 
11, 444, 596 | 
3, 290, 864 | 

8, 820, 162 | 

4, 836, 862 | 

28, 480, 837 | 
2, 399, 831 | 

2, 970, 244 | 

! 


1, 881, 636 | 
3, 178, 512 
445, 191 
2, 005, 574 | 
3, 072, 000 | 


Why retained 


— 





Mobilization and 
training of Reserves. 

Mobilization requirement. 

Ohio Military District, recruit- 
ing station and Reserve 
activities. 

Mobilization and summer 
training of Reserves. 

Pennsylvania Military Dis- 
trict, mobilization and sum- 
mer training of Reserves. 

en requirement. 

0. 


summer 


Mobilization and 
training of Reserves. 
ne requirement. 


0. 
North Dakota Military Dis- 
trict and Reserve activities, 
To be transferred to Depart- 
ment of the Air Force. 
Mobilization and summer 
training of Reserves. 
Mobilization requirement. 
Do. 
AAA units. 


summer 


Miscellaneous activities. 
a requirement. 
Jo. 


| Mobilization requirement, 


Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
See footnote 2. 
Under review. 
See footnote 3. 
Mobilization requirement. 
. Do. 
Retained for 
development. 
Declared excess. 
Mobilization requirement. 
Do. 
Do, 
Do. 
See footnote 2. 
Mobilization requirement. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
See footnote 2, 
Under review. 
Mobilization requirement, 


research and 


To be reported excess. 
Do. 

Mobilization requirement. 
Do. 
Do.5 








62 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Major inactive Army installations as of Apr. 30, 1957?7—-Continued 


Govern- Why retained 
ment 


Name Location 


ee — ey 





INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES 


| Cast to 


Industrial activity at Jefferson- | Jeffersonville, Ind.......| 2, 131,882 | Mobilization requirement.’ 
ville Quartermaster Depot. 
Habus Chemical Plant_- ___._-._- Columbus, Ohio-.-._--- ® | Under review. (Quartermaster 


Corps has requested transfer 
of buildings to quarter. 
master.) 


Kansas City Chemical Plant__...| Kansas City, Kans__.__- (8) Under review. 
New Cumberland Chemica] | Harrisburg, Pa-...-...--- (%) Retained for mobilization re- 
Plant. quirement. 


1 Approximately. 

2 While it has been determined that these 3 plants are not required to meet BSF 58 requirements for the 
product for which they were originally constructed, the plants have not been reported excess because it is 
desired to retain the land and existing facilities for conversion and establishment after M-day of new facilities 
to meet mobilization requirements for other items. 

3 This plant is presently inactive as far as production is concerned, but is active in the layaway and 
storage of machine tools, A study is presently underway to determine the present status and future require- 
ments for this plant. 

46 warehouses at this plant sold to Burlington Mills Corp. subject to NSC. Igloo area is now in use for 
ammo storage by Ordnance Corps. Plant-production facilities required for mobilization. 

5 Phis plant ceased production in April 1957; however, it is anticipated that this plant will resume pro- 
duction early in calendar year 1958. 

6 Does not include land area occupied. 

7 Included with Columbus General Depot. 

8 Included with Kansas City Records Center. 

* Included with New Cumberland General Depot. 


Inactive Air Force installations as of Dec. 31, 1956 











| Cost to 
Installation State the United Remarks 
States | 
itt att eon ilpsshenninnsnenpipgenanlpenbietflipaiits latinas itil 
Air Force Plant No. 40_---- New York. -.-.--. \su1, 916,000 | Mobilization requirement .! 
Air Force Plant No. 45-... .-| Pennsylvania.....| 3,154, 000 Do.! 
Air Force Plant No. 48_..-.-- ..| Ohio- _ ..| 6, 298, 000 Do.) 
Air Force Plant No. 50__--.-_- Maryland_- | 5,977,000 | Do.? 
Air Force Plant No. 51---.--- New York- -- | 2,744,000 | Do. 
Air Force Plant No, 52....-. ...| Illinois... 5, 096, 000 Do.3 
Air Force Plant No. 61-_--- ..| Indiana_ | 5,879, 000 | Do.! 
Albany Radio Station Annex. _- Georgia- | 12, 000 pen screened for future Air Force 
utilization. 
Anniston Air Force Base... .- Alabama 1, 626, 826 | Excess to Department of Defense. 
Beale Air Force Base--.-_._- California ..| 33, 621,961 | Airfield portion under construction.‘ 
Brant Rock Electronics Research | Massachusetts- - - -| 24, 200 | Excess to Department of Defense. 
Annex. | 
Cambria Radio Receiver Annex. .| California ‘ 29, 470 | New installation; under construction, 
Chilmark Gap Filler Annex | Massachusetts. --- 76, 000 Do. 
(P-45 B). 
Clinton Sherman Air Force Base Oklahoma. .-. 5, 904, 915 Do. 
Crosley Division of Aveo Manu- | Ohio-- 192, 000 | Do. 
facturing Co. 
Dalhart Air Force Auxiliary Field | Texas 2, 178, 842 | Excess to Department of Defense. 
No. 1. | 
Dalhart Air Force Auxiliary Field | OO .04 1, 984, 550 | Do. 
No. 2. | 
Demopolis Air Force Auxiliary | Alabama_- 125, 000 Do. 
Field. | 
Falmouth Homer Beacon Annex_.| Massachusetts 14, 000 To be activated in near future. 
Gaskin Air Force Auxiliary Field_| Texas 619, 570 Excess to Department of Defense. 
Georgetown Gap Filler Annex | South Carolina 55, 000 | New installation; under construction. 
(M-113B). | 
Gibbape Air Force Auxiliary | Texas 18,305 | Excess to Department of Defense. 
Field. | 
Grandview Ammunition Storage | Maryland 99, 300 | To be activated in near future. 
Station. 
Grenier Radar Range Annex ..| New Hampshire 27,515 | To be formally activated (retroac- 
a | _ tive) in near future. , 
Harlingen Ilas outer marker bea- | Texas 14,000 | New installation; under construction. 
con. 
Henderson Air Force Auxiliary | Alabama 34,000 | Excess to Department of Defense. 
Field, | 


See footnotes at end of table. 
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Inactive Air Force installations as of Dec. 31, 1956—Continued 





\ 

Installation | 

nea Naval Air Station (M- | 

26) . 
Jet engin® test cells. . Kaede 
Johnson Springs Water Supply 
Annex 

Las Vegas Air Force Station (SM- 

163). s a Hie 
Luke Air Force Auxiliary Field 


No. 3. 
MeGuire Radio Beacon Annex 
Minot Air Force Base 
Manorville Gap Filler Annex 
(P-45A). | 
Nichols General Hospital Ire 
North Concord Air Force Station | 
(M-103). 
Osage Air Force Range-. ---. 
Pampa Air Force Auxiliary Field | 
No. 1. 
Pampa Air Force Auxiliary Field 


No 
Pattjek Sebring Missile Tracking 
‘Annex. | 
Patrick Family Housing Annex 
Prairie Hill Air Force Auxiliary | 
Field. | 
Presque Isle Radio Transmission 
Annex. 
Pyote Air Force Base_.....---.-- 


Raco Air Force Auxiliary Field 


Salina Warehouse Annex -_- 
Sampson Air Force Base_...-. 


Spokane Receiver Annex 


[a Ammo Storage Annex 
No, 1. 

a Air Force Station_-___-_| 
U, 8. Military Academy... 
Van Vieck Gap Filler Annex | 

(P-79B). 

Victoria Air Force Auxiliary Field 
Walker Air Force Range 


Willcox Air Force Range- 


Winston-Salem Air Force Station 
(M-130). 

Woodring Air 
Field. 


Force 





Auxiliary 


State 


Louisiana -_--_-_--- 


Michigan......... 
Nevada__ 


l INOWOUR: pceocsse: 


ATIOD RE dose enn | 


| New Jersey...--- 


North Dakota. 
New York.-- 


Kentucky --- 
Vermont. --.---- 


to a ee 


Texas. _- 


do- 
I i i ee 


Maine 


Texas_ 


Michigan_-_- 


| Kansas... 


New York......- 
Washington 


do. 


California_____- 
do. 
Texas._..- 


Kansas --- -- 
New Mexico. 


Arizona. 


North Carolina 


Oklahoma. 


1 Storage of machine tools for industrial reserve. 


2 Construction in process. 
3 To be reactivated. 





Cost to 
the United 
States 


473, 000 


8, 209, 000 
391, 015 


737,000 | 


1, 069, 000 


11, 000 
202, 200 
53, 601 


3, 818, 009 
559, 000 


118, 788 
2, 801, 720 


405, 066 
20, 000 


239, 000 
680, 165 


120, 000 
5, 449, 014 
2, 651, 009 


2, 399, 854 
46, 822, 915 


146, 050 
471, 706 

1, 317, 535 
2, 567, 571 
35, 000 


4, 663, 412 
40, 010 


| 





17, 800 | 


71, 000 


Remarks 








New installation; under construction. 


To be reactivated in near future. 

Being screened for future Air Force 
utilization. 

New installation; under construction. 


Excess to Department of Defense. 


New installation; under construction. 
Do. 
Do. 


Mobilization requirement. 
New installation; under construction. 


Bees to Department of Defense. 
0. 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
To be reactivated in near future. 


Being converted to changed utiliza- 
tion. 

Air Force Station under construc- 
tion; balance of installation excess. 

Restudy for possible Air Force util- 
ization. 

Excess to Department of Defense. 

Being screened for future service 
utilization. 

Being screened for future Air Force 
utilization. 

Do. 


Excess to Department of Defense. 
New installation; under construction. 
Do. 


Excess to Department of Defense. 

Major portion excess to Department 
of Defense. 

Excess to Department of the Air 
Force. 

New installation; under construction. 


Excess to Department of Defense. 


4 Facilities under construction contemplated for ultimate Air Force use. 


NOoTE.— 
United States of less than $10,000. 


-Above list does not include new offbase installations in process of construction reflecting cost to 


Senator Srennis. That is a related question to what you said awhile 
ago about your land survey and what you are doing with reference to 


that. 
Mr. 


BRYANT. 


That’s right, sir. 


To answer your question specifically 


we have increased in intensity the questionaires and the type of infor- 
was necessary to secure from the military 
departments in order objectively to evaluate the requirement for reten- 
tion and operation and maintenance of many of these standby camps, 


mation which we felt 


stations, and so forth. 
It is a most difficult 


a matter of fact I know we 


93272—57 


Vela 


—6 


job. 


I think we 


are making progress and as 
are making progress in the evaluation end 
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at least. But there is always the hazy area of the mobilization concept 
which as you know is not too firmly fixed right now. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. Bryant. But which is jelling. That is going to help both you 
and me a great deal. If we can just get down to grips with an agree- 
ment with respect to what mobilization really contemplates timewise, 
troopwise, and so forth. 

In addition to the screening that we are undertaking, I know that 
Mr. Wilson, the Secretary of Defense, has asked the Secretaries of the 
military departments on their own behalf to conduct a thorough 
review and to report. We hope to put those two together, and out of 
that measure from both sides, I am hopeful that we will find at least 
a beginning of progress in this matter of release of unneeded, and 
expensive from the standpoint of maintenance, stations, and camps 
and so forth. I am not:in a position, I am sorry to day, today to 
you any specific information but to assure you that the item is very live, 

Senator Srennis. That’s encouraging and I hope that you do this 
scientifically rather than force us to do it with meat-ax methods 
because that is about the only way we can get at it. But the mobiliza- 
tion concept now is so different from what it was at the end of World 
War II, we are just living in a different world. We want these things 
revalued and reconsidered. 

Mr. Bryant. You are entitled to that. 

Senator Stennis. So we can tell the American people that it has 
been done and a change has occurred and it is reflected in what we are 
demanding, what we continue to hold and have on a standby basis. 

I have one more question here. The old question here in considering 
the possibe vulnerability of our military installations and facilities— 
I know we have had a lot of talk and some consideration given to dis- 
persal, and what I think you gentlemen called the hardening program. 
Where are we with reference to this and how far does this bill go in 
dispersal program? Anything special you want to say on that? 

Mr. Bryant. No, there isn’t. 1 would probably involve myself with 
areas which are much more familiar to the Air Force for example, if I 
got into details. I do know, in general, the basic concept of utilization 
of outlying fields which has a lot to do with this land and extension of 
runway problems. But so far as the details are concerned, I think it 
would be better, and I make this suggestion with all respect, sir, that 
it come from the military department involved. 

We are as indicated at page 13 of my statement under title 3 of the 
Air Force shown a figure of $140 million for facilities at bases in the 
United States required for the dispersal of the Strategic Air Command 
units and the continued buildup of the Zone of Interior dispersal basis 
for which construction was authorized in the fiscal 1957 program. 
Those of course will be identified in detail in the following presenta- 
tions. It may help to a considerable extent to answer your ques- 
tion, sir. 
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Senator STennNIs. We will get into that, but I wanted to raise it here 
with you now. 

As the Chair sees this picture, gentlemen, we will go on now and 
hear these services and then we will be calling you gentlemen in per- 
haps for a conference over many items after we have heard the serv- 
ices. 

Mr. Bryant. We are at your-disposal at any time. 

Senator Stennis. Any time you want to speak to us in executive 
session, let us know. 

Senator Case. I was going to observe that one of the things we ought 
to go into a little more when the Secretary and Mr. Sheridan come 
back is an execution of policy with respect to the acquisition of 
Wherry, or possibly, Capehart housing. 

Mr. Bryant. That probably deserves a special detailed meeting. It 
is pretty ‘complicated and‘there are a number of trouble spots which I 
would be most happy to discuss with you from the standpoint of guid- 
ance and philosophy. ; 

Senator Stennis. We feel that you are making a real contribution 
here, you and your staff. 

Senator Case. I have a feeling that the policy of the Government 
with respect to providing housing for military personnel should be 
handled by the Committees on Armed Services. The reason for that 
is that whatever may be done under Capehart or Wherry housing 
ought to be done in relationship to housing that is available through 
appropriated quarters, or existing housing. The general housing prob- 
lem, is a civilian problem. I have no objection to that being handled 
by the Committees of the House and Senate which deal with the prob- 
lems of civilian housing. The problem of providing housing for mili- 
tary personnel, however, is so deeply dependent on what you do with 
appropriated: funds for military housing that I think the basic policy 
should be settled in legislation which this committee considers. 

Mr. Bryant. May I make what may be a facetious remark but 
that seems to me to be one of great delicacy from the standpoint of my 
position. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. We may call for some figures before this 
thing is over. 

Mr. Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. [ recognize the delicacy of the Secretary’s position 
but I do think we should face up to it and write policy in legislation 
which we report that goes to the question of what may be paid for the 
acquisition of this housing, the employment of quarters allowances 
for the retirement of those costs, and things like that. 

Senator Srennts. Well, it is impressive to me that there is a great 
unanimity among the three members of the subcommittee that has 
this problem before us more than anybody else and we came up with 
the same idea without any special conference on the discussion. It 
welled up in your mind. 

Anything further? 

We thank you again very much. 

Mr. Bryant. We thank you for your courtesy. 
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(The document referred to is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (PROPERTIES AND INSTALLA- 
TIONS) FiLoyp 8. BRYANT ON THE FiscaL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATION BILL 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee; It is a privilege to appear before 
you on behalf of the Department of Defense in connection with the proposed 
military construction authorization bill for fiscal yar 1958. 

I should like to briefly summarize the progress which has been made on the 
previous years’ construction authorization by this committee. I shall then pro- 
vide information on the development of this year’s bill, and outline the contents 
and objectives of its titles I, IJ, III, and IV covering the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force projects, and the general provisions, 


CONSTRUCTION PROGRESS 


Of the total of $14,032 million appropriations for military construction from 
fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1957, $13,529,400,000 or 97 percent had been 
allocated to field construction offices for contract award as of February 28, 1957. 
The major portion of this amount, $12,863 million or 95 percent represents work 
that has already been completed. During the 12-month period ending December 
31, 1956, a total of $1,169,066,300 in construction contract awards were made, and 
93 percent of this amount was awarded by formally advertised competitive bids, 
This is in accordance with public law, the expressed desires of this committee, 
and the policies of the Department of Defense. 


DEVELOPMENT OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1958 BILL 


After their initial planning and preparation at the respective Army, Navy, 
and Air Force bases, the projects comprising the annual authorization program 
are consolidated and screened by the various intermediate service headquarters, 
Following this, these projects are reviewed at the headquarters of the three 
respective departments. After transmittal to my office, each line item in these 
programs is carefully reviewed and all questionable items were discussed with 
representatives of the three departments. As a result of this latter review, the 
programs submitted by the three departments were reduced from their original 
total of $3,641 million to an approved total of $2,098 million. Following this 
reduction, the departments were required to still further reduce these programs 
to a total of $1,770,315,000, in order that a proper balance could be maintained 
between the new and the residual authorizations to be funded from fiscal year 
1958 appropriations. 

I am sure that this committee is aware of the detailed review and screening 
procedures which are followed within the Office of the Secretary of Defense in 
the examination of our annual construction authorization bill. These include a 
eareful study of each project by members of my office and by members of other 
interested offices of the Secretary of Defense. Each line item is reviewed from 
the standpoint of necessity, scope, cost, location, and proper design. This year, 
we have made special efforts to eliminate new projects on which no previous 
work had been undertaken, and which could be deferred to future years without 
Seriously affecting military operations. I can therefore assure you that this 
entire program received the closest scrutiny. 

Finally, after our Department of Defense review of this bill was completed, 
the Bureau of the Budget conducted a still further review based on the most 
rigid concept of economy, such as deferring the replacement of many World War 
II structures and rephasing certain new work until future years, as a result 
of which the program was reduced to the amounts shown in titles I, II, and III 
of the bill now before this committee, which total $1,561,338,000 ($3823,325,000 
in title I; $435,099,000 in title II; and $802,914,000 in title III.) This final re- 
duction conforms to a corresponding reduction of $200 million in the fiscal year 
1958 new obligational authority which was made by the President on April 18, 
1957. We feel that this is the minimum amount needed to satisfactorily support 
the missions assigned to our military forces. 
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STATUS OF MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATIONS 


In order that the committee may review the status of all military construction 
authorization through fiscal years 1948 to date, the following summary is pro- 
vided (all figures represent $1 million) : 

















Army ee! | Air Ae Fore Total 
Total authorizations, fiscal year 1948 through fiseal year 1957---. 4, 065 3, 333 10, 882 18, 280 
Less authorization rescinded by sec. 204, Public Law 534, 82d 
BN hao dha naedddontnenenagcnnessnnn scien sentaamemeianl 0 —17 0 —17 
Less authorization rescinded by title VI, Public Law 209, 83d 
Ta hitehaGhtlre ance sn dusiinsags aa ckbeiewnedsksdde inne lesa —271 —78 —399 —748 
Less sitharication rescinded by sec. 302 (b), Public Law 534, 
ee eee ee ee ee 0 0 | —37 —37 
Less authorization repealed by sec. 511, Public Law 161, 84th } 
CE iiicrkcenacnnsedeeupnsepscb eben sett atbiitlinduitin taal —297 —190 | —484 —971 
Less estimated authorization to be re pealed by sec. 410, Public | 
Law 968, 84th Cong Fe; cobain tog eee —61 | —45 | — 200 —306 
Less total appropriations, fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 
NN eh ental xccatinnndncwncnsennecnenunsacnnbandetbanaant | —3,048 | —2,745| —8,239| —14,032 
—_ | | | 
Residual authorization to be available at end of fiscal 
eS ERs EE a, 388 258 1, 523 2, 169 
Additional new authorization proposed by fiscal year 1958 bill- +323 +435 +803 +1, 561 
Increases in prior years’ authorizations proposed by fiscal 
BONE BOE Dit caninonrnnguncdannnnsddinhsntnt gets did +23 +43 | +115 +181 
Total, of fiscal year 1957 residual and proposed fiscal year | 
nee OUrer ene oe ob coca. nl ebakbe cee ae 734 736 2, 441 3, 911 
Less estimated authorization to be repealed by sec. 406 of fiscal 
al wns Doris ote so asd ence nl ca llc lealialaalla -8 —10 —50 —68 
Less estimated authorization available for rescission as reported 
under provisions of sec. 408 (b), Public Law 564, 8ist Cong--. —10 0 0 —10 
Less proposed fiscal year 1958 appropriation.............-..-..-. —362 —365 | —1,153 —1, 900 
Residual authorization to be available at end of fiscal 
I INS dic atiincsiniescheenis ben enceg engiorcphcnalaapeaesveeias ahead ana aaesie 354 341 1, 238 1, 933 





This tabulation illustrates that the amount of residual authorization available 
to the three military departments is being steadily reduced each fiscal year. This 
means that each year the lowest priority projects are eliminated through the 
annual recission of unfunded authorization over 5 years old. Consequently, the 
balance of residual authorization left available is steadily being reviewed, and 
consists of both urgently needed project Ss, and other projects for which the re- 
quirement has changed due to revisions in missions and weapons. The military 
departments are each using part of their annual construction appropriations to 
assure continued progress on the most urgent of these residual projects. The 
balance of their annual appropriation is applied to essential new authorizations. 
It is necessary that a proper balance and control be maintained between these 
two segments of the program, so that construction can satisfaetorily proceed on 
both residual and new authorization, at a rate which is in proper relationship to 
the funds the Defense Department can make available for military construction. 
In order to achieve this, the amount of new authorization requested this year has 
been*closely limited and consists mainly of additional increments on projects 
already underway, items required to support new weapons developments, and 
essential modernization of our bases. It is intended to fund and utilize all of 
this new authorization during fiscal year 1958. 


SUMMARY OF THE BILL 


In order to present to the committee in brief form the major program objectives 
which are proposed by this legislation, a summary of the most important projects 
in each of the three titles is given, showing the amount and percentage of author- 
ization devoted to each. A further analysis is also provided showing a summa- 
tion of the various categories of facilities for which authorization is requested 
in each of the three titles. 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title I (Army) 


Amount /|Percent 





For constructuon of classified facilities required for Nike and other antiaircraft 

defense measures in both continental United States and overseas. ..........---.. $123, 000, 000 38.1 
For troop housing in the continental United States and overseas areas, including 

$45 million for permanent barracks, messes, and administration and supply build- 

ings, to accommodate 14,808 enlisted men, and permanent bachelor officer quar- 

ters spaces to accommodate 360 officers. The remaining $3 million will provide 

1,447 semipermanent barracks spaces and 34 batchelor officer quarters spaces at 

temporary installations in the continental United States and in overseas base- 


Et Pca a cud ank t ddbaduided deenteabeneteunpscpacesecetanacce 48, 000, 000 14.9 
For essential airfield and heliport facilities at major installations throughout the 
United States and in overseas areas to support the Army’s aviation program____- 21, 000, 000 6.5 


For 415 units of family housing in the continental United States and overseas terri- 
tories and possessions. 150 of these units are required for officer personnel sta- 
tioned at bases in Alaska, where housing needs cannot be fulfilled, because of area 
and cost limitations, under the provisions of the Capehart Act. 250 units will 
be at antiaircraft sites and 15 units at sites along the recently completed Alaska 


I US aes Ei Te in chines cise maedaacemracanees 13, 000, 000 4.0 
For a general supply depot and 3 storage facilities with miscellaneous support items 
along the line of communications in France..............-...-------.------------ 21, 000, 000 6.5 


For research and development facilities in the continental United States, including 
& $2.5 million laboratory at Dartmouth University to support studies on Arctic 
construction problems; $7.5 million for research and development facilities at 
White Sands Proving Ground; and other research and development facilities at 





EE I nic tetatansntinenbpmnaesnacebncdbsde ts delle iutbiesinbidadictle adie 15, 000, 000 4.7 
For improvements to troop housing and support facilities in Korea_-__....__.___- 10, 000, 000 3.0 
For construction of classified facilities in the continental United States and in over- 

nn: conn pci neanuniin dobaccnabviss dade Coe pee Saab thi daak > eckoowe } 20,000, 000 8.8 
For hospital and medical facilities to include a new 134/200 bed hospital at Fort Lee 

Va., estimated to cost $3,000,000; and other medical facilities, dental clinics, and 

dispensaries ita eae i acta eat th sash alata on ta de alidaieateriala bag 2hidiinsickaeinibs son teasninetci 4, 000, 000 1.2 
For community, welfare, and morale facilities in the United States and overseas 

areas to include commissaries, NCO clubs, opfficers’ open messes, chapels, post 

exchanges, enlisted men’s service clubs, theaters, ene. Moreriges. 66 0ioc0....6085- 4, 000, 000 1.2 





For fee acquisition of 8 acres and easement over 428 acres at 3 permanent installa- 

tions, and fee acquisition of 933 areas and easement over 722 acres at various nike 

I ae 1, 000, 000 3 
For continuation of other essential progr: ams to include training facilities, adminis- 

trative facilities; covered, open, and ammunition storage facilities; harbor and 

waterfront facilities; post engineer facilities; field maintenance shops; and utili- 

ties, to include eleciricity, water, heat, sewage, roads and streets, railroads and 

ground RI ss £605 52 es oh ra tk a ween hin cigs 35, 000, 000 10.8 





csi pdb be Agusddccigtarpedstaveaetnetabsedamull pahorviveddesbdeceunceht” CU ae eee 100.0 
| 


Analysis of title I (Army) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 


Zone of | Percent | Overseas | Percent Total Percent 











Interior 

1. Operational and training----.....-.--.- $140. 1 43.3 $8.0 2.5 $148. 1 45.8 
2. Maintenance and production... sei 27.6 8.6 5.3 1.6 32.9 10.2 
3. Research, development, and Ns Sant 15.3 4.7 0 0 15.3 4.7 
Re et Ee lekunankooe 2.1 er 18.5 5.7 20.6 6.4 
5. Hospital and medical... ....... cetbeddh 3.9 1.2 ra. ahead 4.0 1.2 
© TI iin d+ Ss ncciiad~-sten 1.7 -5 3.6 1.1 5.3 1.6 
7. Housing and community... ---- - 50.7 15.7 17.4 5.4 68.1 21.1 
8. Utilities and ground improvements. _- 17.3 5.4 10.7 3.3 28.0 8.7 
ee a eee 1.0 | 3 0 0 1.0 3 

ee ee ee ncc tne 259. 7 323.3 100.0 


& 
a 
& 
oa 
ae 
o 
a 














MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 69 


teas 


Summary of program objectives contained in title II (Navy) 


} Am , 
recent Amount Percent 


For additional shore facilities ne cessary to support fleet and Marine aviation units, 

including $10.5 million at 2 continental and 2 overseas carrier aircraft support 

38.1 bases; $30.6 million for the initial construction phi ase at the new naval air station, 
Lemoore, Calif.; $15.6 million at 3 continental U. S. Marine air stations; and 

$14.8 million for new P6M seaplane facilities at naval air station, Hertford, N. C., 

and naval airfield, South San Diego Bay, Calif $71, 506, 000 16.5 

For a program to improve aircraft flight Safety at existing naval shore stations by 

extending runway lengths for carrier jet aircraft, improving navigational aids at 


























14 continental and 3 overseas bases; and it stalling the new optical landing systems | 
14.9 at 14 continental and 4 overseas bases | 65, 141,000 2.7 
' For facilities to support the Navy program for training of individuals and spe- 
6.5 cialists prior to their assignment to air, fleet, or other units. This includes 
$9.3 million at 5 Marine training centers, and $11 million at 2 naval training 
centers, and the Academy; $25.8 million at 7 bases for basic and advanced | 
training of naval aviators- .-- ‘ | 46, 140, 000 10.6 
For new and improved waterfront faciliti es necessary to ‘support the Forrestal type 
carriers, modified cruisers, Nautilus and other new type submarines at conti- 
4.0 nental and overseas bases, including $25.4 million for new drydock at Naval 
Shipyard, Puget Sound, Wash.; $7.8 million for a carrier pier at naval base, 
6.5 Norfolk, Va.; $3 million for pier and dredging at submarine base, New London, | 
Conn.; and $7.5 million for pierside utilities and wharfage at Naval Shipyards, | 
Brooklyn and Pearl Harbor - 43, 740, 000 10.0 
For classified weapons research and development “progr: ims including missile 
is NN et nea rhein pila baie 28, 595, 000 | 6.5 
4.7 For additional facilities necessary in the deve lopme nt of 2 bases which support 
3.0 naval fleet units training with guided missiles. These bases are naval auxiliary 
landing field, San Clemente Island, Calif., and naval air station, Roosevelt 
8.8 I aS NT ieee ele ; ; 24, 810, 000 5.7 
For family housing at naval stati ion, Adak, Alaska; and naval station, ‘Argentia, 
OE ELLIE EERE | 15,645, 000 3.6 
1,2 For 7,494 barracks spaces for enlisted men at 7 continental and 6 overseas installa- | 
TNS csc a5 mcie naa odo eciemodeieeinuns dinates koe dime ateebman ane eeeienne een 16, 202, 000 | 3.8 
For additional facilities at 7 existing continental and 5 overseas installations for 
12 storage and processing of improved weapons and missiles necessary to support 
SIL 10a 5 2s Dare ane urszw hence te © os a dipanee eee satiate mii 15, 113, 000 3.5 
For construction of essential radio- communication facilities a ae 13, 902, 000 3.2 
3 For 590 bachelor officers quarters spaces at 5 continental and 3 overseas bases 6, 089, 000 1.4 
For facilities supporting other essential programs for various projects including 
medical, communications, and storage, and other miscellaneous essential require- 
ments for supporting facilities. ..................-.......... yen lt 98, 116, 000 22.5 
10.8 hid tied cc cancecepece.osssiecse ke ioreueemenet as __.-----------| 435,099,000} 100.0 
100.0 —_—_—_—— - - _ ae ne 
Analysis of title II (Navy) by category, type of facilities to be provided 
[Dollar amounts in teehee 
Zone of I» Percent hci! Percent | Total Percent 
| Interior | | 
reent 8 rin te eee “ tsi 20 Se OM ———|- 
| = 
1, Operational and training ____--- --| $152.2 | 34.7] $48.1 | 11.1 $199. 3 45.8 
2. iaintenance and production... -- 59.6 | 13.7 5.5 1.3 | 65. 1 15.0 
45.8 8. Research development and test_.-.- | 37.4 | 8.6 | 37.4 8.6 
10.2 4. Supply ; 8.0 1.8 | 5.2 1.2 13.2 3.0 
4.7 5. Hospital and medical. ._- ; 1.3 | i 1.0 oan 2.3 5 
6.4 6. Administrative ; 2.3 .5 | 2.3 5 
1.2 7. Housing and community 24.1 | 5.6 34.1 7.9 58. 2 13.5 
1.6 8. Utilities and ground improvement. -_--| 36.9 | 8.5 | 12.4 2.8 | 49.3 11.3 
t 9. Real estate oak 5.9 1.3 2.1 5 | 8.0 1.8 
3 Total. 326.7 | 75.0 108. 4 25.0 435.1 100. 0 








| &l, 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Summary of program objectives contained in title III (Air Force) 


Amount Percent 









































For facilities at bases in the United States required for the dispersal of Strategic Air 

Command units, and the continued buildup of the ZI a bases for which 

construction was authorized in the fiscal year 1957 program. _---..-.....-_-- Leaps $140, 087, 000 17.5 
For the further extension of the DEW line..__.._........-.----------- eee 70, 000, 000 8.7 
For additional operational, maintenance and ‘training facilities for the various other 

airbases which are not included in the SAC dispersal concept._.............--.-- 67, 219, 000 8.4 
For research and development facilities at various bases worldwise___- 22, 259, 000 2.8 
For construction of technical, operational, personnel, and training facilities in ‘sup-_ 

port of new weapons sy stems, including ballistics missiles___- 65, 244, 000 een 
For additional housing and messing facilities, including new dormitories fer 12,483 

airmen and new BOQ'’s for 2,379 officers, $19,110,000 of which constitutes replace- 

ment of substandard World War II housing and messing facilities _- Sass 59, 166, 000 7.4 
For construction of necessary facilities in support of the BOMARC missile at | 

various locations in continental United States__-.___- 483, 178, 000 | 6.0 
For construction of facilities required to assemble, store and check out rocket | 

weapons used by fighter aircraft, including fee pureh: ase and restrictive ease- | 

ment land requirements. --.- Goer 35, 023, 000 4.4 
For the construction of 1,507 family housing units within the United States_ 26, 302, 000 3.3 
For continuance of operations in connection with the construction of the Air Force 

Academy, including an airfield and aircraft maintenance facilities, a chapel, and | 

a hospital________ 21, 341, 000 | 2.7 
For the construction of oper: ational, training, and maintenance facilities required 

specifically to modernize B-36 bases to accommodate the B-52 and K C-135 air- | 

craft_.. -| 21,005, 000 | 2.6 
For the construction of hospital and medical facilities (in addition to the Air Force 

Academy Hospital) _____- | 6, 412, 000 a“ 
For the expansion of the runway sy stems in support of the fly ing training pro- 

gram, including the construction of new runways at 2 auxiliary fields and neces- | 

sary land acquisitions. ---_. 16, 326, 000 2.0 
For additional facilities and utilities projects required in support ‘of aircraft con- 

trol and warning stations worldwide___._.__-_..._-_____. 12, 235, 000 | 1.5 
For the construction of necessary facilities in support of the tactical missile over’) 

Cs ace na ee la oe 10, 937, 000 | 1.4 
For the modernization of facilities at AMC Depots.__- fo tenes sede ween vobites 10, 088, 000 1.3 
For additional facilities required for airbases in Spain____- i 9, 214, 000 1.1 
For the electrification of ADC hangars and apron areas to operate equipment in | 

support of Century series fighter aircraft in continental United States | 4, 583, 000 -6 
For the continued construction of Clobecom facilities in support of the worldwide 

communications system - -- 4, 701, 000 6 
For facilities supporting other essential programs at ZI and overseas bases, includ- 

ing utilities items, administrative facilities, community facilities, land items, | 

and classified projects. eeSietsketeces eer = -----------| 152, 594, 000 | 18.8 

RRR ; eee _-u-e------e-----| 802,914,000 | 100.0 
Analysis of title III (Air Force) by category, type of facilities to be provided 
[Dollar amounts in millions] 

Categories Zone of | Percent | Overseas| Percent Total Percent 
Interior | | 
nates aaiisiaegihelliaamaliaantsiabsselie ticenenespaaniads taesien —} eee oanannegiealll 
| 
1. Operational and training_------ ---| $302.9 37.7 | $155.5 | 19. 4 | $458. 1 57.1 
2. Maintenance and production_. | 41.6 | 5.2 | 5.5 | ot a2 5.9 
3. Research, development, and test 18. 2 | 2.3 4.0 | t 22.2 2.8 
4. Supply... be Biber ees 6 4 soeeash 56.3 72 6.6 o 62.9 7.9 
5. Hospital and medical. ___---__--- 3 8.5 | 1.1 | 1.5 | 3 10.3 1.3 
6. Administrative______- fea 5.1 | .6 | .9 | 1 6.0 7 
7. Housing and community__- in 95. 8 11.9 45.3 5.5 | 141.1 17.4 
8. Utilities and ground rarorn ements. 32.6 | 4.1 9.1 8 41.7 | 5.2 
Se ees ee seeeedane 13.3 Bae 2 | ; | 13.5 | 1.7 
} 
DU cidésicmeccassscwecucnctccnt aS . ae | 228. 6 28.3| 8029] 100.0 


| 





REAL ESTATE 


The real property under military control includes property owned, leased, used 
by permit, easement, and various occupancy rights (foreign base agreements). 
As of June 30, 1956, the military departments controlled approximately 33.6 mil- 
lion acres of land throughout the world. This land, together with the improve- 
ments, had an original cost to the United States of $22.9 billion. 

The real estate under military control may be grouped as follows: 27.1 mil- 
lion acres in the United States, together with improvements thereon, having an 
original cost of $18.2 billion; 3.9 million acres in the Territories and possessions, 
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together with the improvements thereon, having an original cost of $2.5 billion ; 
and 2.6 million acres in foreign countries, together with the improvements 
thereon, having an original cost of $2.2 billion. 

The real property under military control in the United States consists of the 
following : 


Acres 
MIG sels i ea ee os oe ee 7, 415, 936 
I GNONOUR Tis, isl ia bbc clare eich Mabe sakt la SASAAEI Shad 14, 978, 035 
OORT UPO eit le 2, 758, 146 
ih intact ch cist lc i asen ch e nd cits Largs oa geen aerserianaeerediaal teas ae 1, 866, 496 
Nac cncckitneicnrae gy ng mace ah ohio drain caves eas Madigan ato aeeat ale avert a 62, 836 
UII chu ete scla en clecienten enn cocve mesa hoo cc aa naan alee eas akin deerme aoe 27, 081, 449 


Attention is invited to the fact that over half of the land under military control 
is public-domain land that has never been on the tax rolls. Only 7,415,936 acres 
of land under military control have been removed from the tax rolls in the United 
States. 

The 27.1 million acres under military control in the United States is approxi- 
mately 1.4 percent of the total land area in the United States. The United States 
Government owns 409.5 million acres of land in the United States, or 21.5 percent 
of the total land area in the United States. 

The following summary shows the land acquired and disposed of and costs by 
each military department during the past 10 fiscal years: 





Acquisitions | Disposals 
Acres Costs Acres Cost ! 
Army: | 
Fee and lessor _..- la os 650, 665 $39, 256, 171 | 1, 642, 467 | (?) 
Public land - -_- eee. 2, 335, 417 2, 052, 603 5, 167, 707 |$3, 335, 015, 709 
Navy: 
Fee and lessor.......-- oe 4 96, 091 42,310, 381 | 95, 479 306, 160, 928 
Public land oat A 259, 600 50, 075, 257 | 157, 781 24, 213 
Air Force: 3 | 
Fee and lessor q sand 407, 613 80, 681, 835 540, 494 (4) 
Public land _. ox » a 1, 171, 944 407,018 | 877,218 | 138,971, 735 
Subtotal, fee and lessor __- 1, 154,369 | 162, 248, 387 | 2, 278, 440 |_-_--- Kus 
Subtotal, public land , : 3, 766, 961 52, 534, 878 | 6, 202, 706 |...-.. “3 
Total for 3 military departments. -.....--| 4, 921, 330 214, 783, 265 | 8, 481, 146 | 3, 780, 172, 585 


| | 
' ' 











1 The cost shown for the disposal of property includes the original cost to the Government of the land’ 
together with the improvements made available for disposal in accordance with existing law. 

2 Includes cost of improvements that were situated on 2,266,938 acres of leased land. 

8 Period 1949-56. Army figures include actions taken in behalf of Air Corps prior to 1949. 

4 Includes cost of improvements that were situated on 185,898 acres of leased land. 


This shows that large areas of land formerly under military control have been 
disposed of, and I wish to assure your committee that the Department of De- 
fense is increasing its efforts to dispose of the maximum practicable amount of 
property. The Real Property Management Directorate of my office has estab- 
lished a program which should result in substantial savings through reduction 
in direct Defense expenditures for management and upkeep of real property not 
heeded, not used, and not presently subject to local taxation or available to meet 
expansion requirements brought on by reason of growth of the community in 
which located. A sound base has been established for evaluating the merits of 
military departments’ requests for additional acquisitions, and criteria have 
been developed for the purpose of assuring joint utilization of the real property 
under military control whenever such use is feasible from an economic and mili- 
tary approach. 

At the same time, I am sure your committee is aware of the fact that new 
weapons systems and the new concepts for their use have made it necessary to 
acquire additional acreage. For example, 50,000 acres would have provided an 
adequate artillery range 15 years ago; however, the present range requirements 
for rockets, guided missiles, and similar weapons are now measured in millions 
of acres. Similarly, the old 5,000-foot runways for propeller-type aircraft have 
now been extended to 12,000 feet in order to accommodate new jet aircraft. From 
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the foregoing, it is obvious that the military departments will continue in the 
future to have some additional requirements for land acquisition. Meanwhile, 
however, continued efforts will be made to dispose of all property for which a 
need is not foreseen. 

The original submission from the military departments requested $92 million 
for land acquisition. This was reduced to $22.3 million, the amount requested in 
the present bill, as a result of the reviews conducted by the Department of De. 
fense and the Bureau of the Budget. A summary of the real-estate acquisitions 
proposed in titles I, II, and III of the bill is shown in the following tabulation; 


| 


' 


| | 
| Fee acquisi- | Fee cost Easement Easement | Total cost 
tion | acquisition cost 

puneneentiientvenemnenmnabenn eee -_ | eo = = _ o 
Army-__- i Te DE 941 $975, 000 1, 200 | $310, 000 $1, 285, 000 
ato. cg tL al 25, 281 6. 084, 000 4, 395 | 652, 000 6, 736, 000 
Air Force_.__----. . | 9, 198 5, 502, 000 25, 924 | 8, 783, 000 14, 285, 000 
35, 420 12, 561, 000 | 31, 519 9, 745, 000 22, 306, 000 


One of the deterrents in our efforts on disposition of real property is the 
lack of assurance that the necessary replacement property will be obtained. 
To correct this situation, the Department of Defense is considering’a plan for 
authorizing disposition of high-priced real property and use of part of the proceeds 
of sale for less expensive replacement property. There are many military instal- 
lations, originally sited in suburban areas, that are now partially or completely 
surrounded by urban development. The dollar value of these Government hold- 
ings has multiplied; but, simultaneously, the potential use by the military de- 
partment concerned has been lessened and necessary expansion almost com- 
pletely prohibited. 

Acquisition of substitute property would permit: (1) More advantageous siting 
on low-cost lands, (2) substantial benefits to both civil and military interests, 
and (3) reasonable assurance of room for expansion in event of mobilization, 
If and when such authorization is obtained, it will permit concurrent arrange- 
ments to be made for acquisition and disposal. 

A plan is also being considered which will permit the sale of nonexcess indus- 
trial plants in cases where the production of such plants can be assured by in- 
clusion of the necessary conditions in the instrument of conveyance. This 
will permit sale of many plants that are now producing end items for the de- 
fense program. The production in many of the plants is a small percentage of 
the total production capacity of such plants. Needless to say, the sale of such 
plants will make them available for civilian production and return them to the 
local tax rolls. 

NEW BASES 


The utilization of new weapons and the assignment of new missions requires 
that certain new bases be provided, and a list of those in continental United 
States is shown below. In addition to this, other new bases which are necessary 
to support certain classified activities are also included in this bill. Details on 
this latter type of new bases can be given during subsequent closed sessions. 





Department Name of new base Location Purpose 
Army-........-] Cold Regions Laboratory - -- Hanover, Research and development. 
N. H. 
Air Force | Molette Auxilliary Field ! Orville, Ala | Auxiliary field for Craig AFR. 
Do_......-| Auxiliary Field !_ arate | Meadow, Auxiliary field for Reese AFB. 
Tex. 


| 


1 The 2 Air Force auxiliary fields in this tabulation are for flight training purposesonly. Strictly speaking, 
they are not bases as they are not occupied by personnel. A runwayand a taxiway are the only construction 
which they require. 

FAMILY HOUSING 


Continued progress has been made during the past year in reducing the military 
family housing shortage, both in the United States and overseas. Based on the 
present authorized military strength, the current requirements, assets, and defi- 
cits are shown in the tables included in the attached chart No. 1. For military 
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personnel entitled to receive quarters allowances under permanent legislation, 
these data are summarized as follows: 














| Army | Navy Air Force Total 
Gross requirements... .._. a | 245, 498 | 173, 797 274, 600 693, 895 
Adequate existing housing. --.___-- 150, 029 | 7, 180 153, 485 vb 400, 694 
Current deficit .......... | 95, 469 | 76, 617 | 121, 115 5 | 293, 201 
Programed housing... ‘ sskipoaaaal 22, 424 | 22, 686 49, 817 94, 927 
Deficit. a . ; 73, 045 | _ 53, 931 71, 298 | 198, 274 
United States. _....-.- Peawnets 57, 147 | i, 645 | 36, 653 | 1M, 445 
Overseas. Ss 15, 898 | , 286 | 34, 645 56, 829 
| 





It will be noted that the above figures do not take into consideration the re- 
quirements of enlisted personnel of the lower pay grades. The Department of 
Defense does not favor an across-the-board program to meet the family housing 
requirements of the lower pay grades at this time. It is believed that first atten- 
tion should be given to meeting the needs of “career motivated” personnel of 
the officer and upper enlisted grades. Moreover, if family housing is provided 
for the lower pay grade group, a natural concomitant would be to provide for 
transportation of dependents and household goods, in the United States and 
overseas. The costs of the additional transportation and support facilities 
(above and beyond the cost of the housing) could exceed any reasonable fore- 
east of funds to be made available, without any direct impact on the morale 
or well-being of the career personnel whose retention is of primary importance. 
Furthermore, troop housing (barracks) now in being or programed for construc- 
tion might become surplus due to nonoccupancy by the personnel for whom it is 
intended. 

A gradual approach to the provision of housing for the lower pay grade en- 
listed personnel is also motivated by the desire of the Department of Defense 
to maintain safety factors as a precaution against overbuilding. In other words, 
after projects currently planned to meet the needs of officers and the upper en- 
listed groups have been built, it will be possible to assess more precisely how 
much additional construction can be scheduled to meet the balance of the mili- 
tary requirement without harmful impact on the local communities. 

Although it is the policy of the Department of Defense to utilize wherever 
possible the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act in meeting its 
family housing needs, it is necessary in the case of certain installations to ob- 
tain family housing by means of military construction procedures. A summary 
of this type authorization proposed in titles I, II, and III of this bill is given 
below : 


Military department and installation inits Amount 
oo — ol —_—__—__ — 
All departments : ‘ 2, 381 | $54, 572, 000 
United States | 1, 6C7 | 28, 038, 000 
Overseas 77 ‘| 26, 534, 000 
Army.___- “415 12, 625, 000 
United States 100 1, 736, 000 
Overseas ; es 315 | 10, 889, 000 
Navy.__. ; 459 | 15, 645, 000 
United States__. 0 | 0 
Overseas 459 | As, 6 645, 000 
Air Force. ___- 1, 507 28, 302, 000 
United States : 1, 507 | 26, 302, 000 


Overseas : | 0 | 


In order to provide information on the status of the family housing previously 
authorized by this committee in Public Laws 765, 83d; 161, 84th; and 968, 84th, 
the following summary is furnished. Further details concerning the individual 
projects are given in attached chart 2 
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Units Amount 
Authorized by Public Laws 765, 83d; 161, 84th; and 968, 84th.........._..______- 35, 672 | $501, 294, 900 
ries Soe 2 Pi ee ee ee wees 2 | 10,422 | 149, 276, 000 
PM ntkatihsesnl ccuine B03 PART ae Se OE badataeeonuatived 5, 010 83, 540, 600 
Air Force ate 20,240 | 268, 478, 300 
Appropriated by Public Laws 663, 83d; 219, 84th; and 814, 84th... | 34,307 | 484, 415, 600 
GE sopra rsceecan sett ttsicacseseee Sore etcrmeh 5) icheveenas oN | 10,322 | 147, 926,000 
EE kite Mle senrcine toll Settimonnecedubos uilewsnnesciewmcenore -------------| 4,918 | 82, 266, 900 
PP NR Ie ght allt ee conn nh ibabinnn- Sverwerwwcnewwwesewnef 3B, 257.)-' SRR 





Construction progress on this family housing on January 31, 1957, was as 
follows: 









































Completed | Under {Canceled or 

Authorized! or under design | deferred 

contract 

SN na ee bd et tes 35, 672 15, 306 2, 360 18, 006 
op SRS et Rae) Sage eee ee ee eee Foe 26, 990 9, 918 1, 572 15, 500 
IE ia sersknneScbayin <a = oldbinatbcieunis highattis chen 8, 682 5, 388 788 2, 506 
dete Milinonce eon ier ust 10,422 | 6,033 | 337| 4,082 
———-} —_———— —— $$» 
eee, Gentes... nt... -- <i sis hniedeatneonen siandaten 9, 421 5, 747 209 3, 465 
eR ER aan shins on donne kabinns dickemnactes 1,001 286 128 | 587 
hat as as a ce ie Nac eiaisbes 6010; = 3,283] «iO | 4,787 
I i i NN tae ted create 1, 801 688 
RP che Mthde thts Jo Ltlendékbn ddddoeptiuadcateek ewe 3, 209 1, 069 
pO RR UE ag Stel ald ale rae 2 20, 240 42,197 
Rome Mee, CES Soe ce ocak 15. 768 11, 347 
STO NG egini 8 = 95 hile Gescicess dg dase éonncho anes 4, 472 | 850 


STATUS OF CAPEHART HOUSING PROGRAM 


Although our title VII housing program is not a part of the military construc- 
tion bill now under consideration, I believe that your committee will be inter- 
ested in its status, in view of the extreme importance of this program in relation 
to the overall Department of Defense housing needs. Therefore, the following 
tabulation is furnished showing the status of the 93,796 units (231 projects) of 
new title VIII housing which had been approved by the Department of Defense 
as of April 15, 1957. Further details on this program are provided in chart 3: 














Total | Army Navy | Air Force 

| | a> 
Aporovea by ASD (P & I).....-...<........-.. 93, 796 | 27, 832 | 21, 314 | 44, 650 
eee tapas hanuueeeuna | 64, 915 | 12, 757 | 20, 719 31, 489 
I i a | 4, 547 | 2, 147 0 2, 400 
ata os, nicccian amnamankinoweiwal 8, 068 | 4,078 | 160 3, 830 
EE eee eee eee eee | 16, 266 | 8, 850 | 435 6, 981 
a a a ea 4, 558 | 1, 899 | 0 | 2, 659 
FNMA........ ee ake cccsdeicuss 11, 708 | 6, 951 | 435 | 4, 322 
Total cost of units under contract............-.- $245, 080, 949 | $134, 730, 972 $7, 183, 807 | $103, 166, 170 
I te nce co tieanne oo $15, 067 | $15, 224 $16, 515 | $14, 778 
a ee bcenaie | $235, 826, 690 | $129,074,170 | $6,847,200 | $99, 905, 320 
Cee ne cacienn recused $14, 498 | $14, 585 | $15, 741 $14, 311 
i bs ...| $63,071, 115 $26, 793, 515 0 | $36, 277, 600 
I ania nin ihn _.-----.----| $172, 755, 575 | $102, 280, 655 $6, 847,200 | $63, 627, 720 
Appropriated funds__........-- erie | $9, 254, 259 $5, 656, 802 | $336, 607 | $3, 260, 850 
EPR L cadatnindcbatdaciunensecatanwess $569 $639 | $774 | $467 

| i 





Of projects presently under contract, average mortgages range from $12,713 
at Blytheville Air Force Base in Arkansas (360 units) to $16,406 at Fort Lawton, 
Wash. (66 units). The overall average mortgage for such projects is $14,498 
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per unit, as shown above. It will also be seen that an average of $569 per unit 
of appropriated funds has been spent for site acquisition amd offsite utilities, 
pursuant to authorization contained in section 505, Public Law 155, 82d Congress. 
Thus the overall average total cost for units now under contract is $15,067. 

As the above chart also shows, the bulk of the commitments for long-term 
mortgage financing has been made by the Federal National Mortgage Association, 
pursuant to an existing $200 million statutory authorization. Unless the builders 
for projects with FNMA commitments find private placements prior to comple- 
tion of construction, FNMA must buy the mortgages with Government funds 
pursuant to its advance-purchase commitment. This condition is due to the 
recent tightness of the private money market. Although Capehart 4 percent 
mortgages were extremely marketable a year ago, few private placements have 
been made in recent months. The present FNMA purchase authority is now 
virtually exhausted; a balance of only $153,000 remains uncommitted. 

Nevertheless, the Department of Defense has been extremely reluctant to 
recommend a substantial increase in FNMA purchase authority, because the 
fundamental concept of the title VIII program is that it is a method for building 
military family housing with private capital. The FNMA purchase authority 
was originally intended only for emergency use, to tide the program through 
periods of temporary tightness in the private money market. 

Recently in testimony before the Housing Subcommittees of the House and 
Senate Banking and Currency Committees, the Department of Defense has re- 
quested a $100 million increase in the present FNMA purchase authority. This 
limited increase would permit us to go forward with the most urgently needed 
of the Capehart projects during the next few months; and it is anticipated that 
by autumn private funds should again become available at acceptable prices. In 
the meantime, it has been necessary to rescreen presently approved projects, in 
order to establish a priority system for the use of available Government funds. 

In this connection, bidding and contracting under the Capehart program was 
recently suspended, pending a rescreening of approved projects in order to estab- 
lish a priority system for the use of funds, and to defer certain less urgent 
projects or portions thereof. The suspension has now been lifted, and the re- 
screening has been substantially completed. It is expected that as many as 7,500 
units of the presently approved 93,796 units may be deferred or canceled. 

In order to limit rate of advertising to the absorptive capacity of the private 
financial market, instructions have been issued to the military departments which 
stipulate that projects aggregating not more than 17,000 units (6,000 for Army, 
3,000 for Navy, and 8,000 for Air Force) may be in the “advertised but not under 
construction” category at any one time. New projects will be placed in this 
17,000 unit “pool” only as projects with an equivalent number of units are financed 
and put under construction. Under this control plan, projects will move from 
advertising into the construction stage as rapidly as private funds are obtained 
for financing construction. Any additional Federal funds which may become 
available for financing through FNMA will be allocated for urgently needed 
projects which cannot be held up pending the availability of private financing. 


OVERSEAS FAMILY HOUSING 


Gratifying progress has been made in our overseas family housing programs, 
particularly in the United Kingdom, France, and Japan, where our requirements 
are greatest. 

In the United Kingdom, construction is nearly complete on a group of 1,481 
houses placed under contract in January 1956. Approval has been given to a 
second increment of 960 houses and related community facilities on which design 
is nearly complete. Bids will be invited on this project soon, and construction 
should begin this summer. The $15 million cost of the first project and the esti- 
mated $12 million cost of the second are being paid from the proceeds of sales 
of surplus tobacco to the United Kingdom under Public Law 480, 83d Congress. 
Under our arrangement with the United Kingdom, these houses will remain 
available to us at a nominal rental (£1 per year per house) as long as our forces 
remain in the United Kingdom. 

Since no substantial sales of surplus agricultural products to France under 
Public Law 480 have been possible, a barter type of transaction was developed 
with the assistance of the Comomdity Credit Corporation to finance the esti- 
mated $50 million cost of construction of the needed houses. After this transac- 
tion was developed, and defined in a memorandum of agreement between the 
Department of Defense and the Commodity Credit Corporation, proposals were 
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invited in Paris from interested teams of French builders and American com- 
modity dealers. These proposals embodied both design competition and price 
competition, with the understanding that the winning proposal would become 
the basis for a negotiated contract for approximately 2,800 houses at 16 loca- 
tions in France. 

The winning bidder has been notified of his selection, and final negotiations 
are complete except for detailed pricing of utilities construction. It is expected 
that the contract will be signed this month and that construction will begin im- 
mediately. 

There remains a substantial deficit of adequate housing in France, based on 
the most conservative estimates of future strength. We will consider additional 
construction to meet that deficit after the present project is well under way. 

In Japan, the local currency equivalent of $17 million has been made availabie 
to pay the cost of constructing 1,700 units of housing at various Army, Navy, and 
Air Force locations. Approximately 700 of these units have already been placed 
under contract. Bids have been taken on the remainder, and contract awards 
are being made this month. 

In addition to these major projects, there are active or planned programs in 
the following countries : 

SPAIN 


One thousand and five hundred eighty-one units of rental guaranty housing now 
under construction. Four hundred twenty-six units of surplus commodity hous- 
ing approved and under design. 

MOROCCO 


Five hundred units of prefabricated housing, manufactured in Austria, are 
being purchased with Austrian schillings obtained from the sale of surplus agri- 
cultural commodities. Erection costs in Morocco will be paid partly with schil- 
lings and partly with dollars. 

ITALY 


Approval has been given to the construction of 616 units of housing to serve 
American personnel at 4 locations in Italy. Cost will be paid from the lira pro- 
ceeds of surplus argicultural commodity sales. 


BERMUDA AND THE PHILIPPINES 


Six hundred houses in Bermuda, and 1,100 houses in the Philippines are to be 
built under programs proposed by the Department of the Air Force and approved 
by the Department of Defense. It is planned that the costs of these two programs 
will be paid with foreign currencies obtained through a barter type of transac- 
tion similar to the one being used in France. Discussions with the Commodity 
Credit Corporation on these transactions have already begun, and will be carried 
forward as soon as the French contract has been: signed. 


INCREASE IN PRIOR YEARS’ AUTHORIZATION 


Due primarily to the general rise in building costs, the amount previously 
authorized for certain projects is now insufficient for their completion. For this 
reason, the increases in prior years’ authorization acts which are outlined in 
titles I, II, and III of this bill are necessary. The total of this deficiency author- 
ization amounts to $23,489,000 in title I, $42,605,000 in title II, and $114,962,000 
in title III. Other factors, in addition to the overall rise in construction costs, 
have also contributed to this situation. These include change from the light 
airfield pavement previously authorized to the heavier type now required to sup- 
port heavy bombers at our dispersed fields; unexpected increases in construction 
costs in Arctic areas where little experience was available on which to accurately 
base our estimates; and unusual field conditions encountered at some sites, 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


These follow the pattern established in prior military construction acts, and a 
description of each is outlined below. 

Sections 401 through 405 repeat similar provisions in Public Law 968, 84th 
Congress. 

Section 406 of Public Law 968, 84th Congress, which authorizes land acquisi- 
tion projects not exceeding $5,000, would be repealed by this proposed new sec- 
tion 406, and a new limit of $25,000 would be authorized for each land acquisi- 
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tion project. This new higher limitation is desirable in order to better carry out 
the original intent of section 406, Public Law 968, 84th Congress, which was to 
expedite the handling of small real-estate acquisition projects, and to reduce the 
formalities and expense involved in these small transactions. Moreover, this 
new $25,000 limitation is desirable in order to achieve consistency with title VI, 
Public Law 155, 82d Congress, which requires a review by the Armed Services 
Committees of real-estate acquisitions only if over $25,000. 

Section 407 advances for 1 year the general recission provision now found in 
section 410 of Public Law 968, 84th Congress. This continues in effect the estab- 
lished policy of repealing longstanding military construction authorizations that 
have not been used by the military departments. As a result, after July 1, 1958, 
only those authorizations, with certain specified exceptions, which are contained 
in public laws enacted subsequent to August 7, 1953, would continue to be avail- 

ble. 
: Section 408 would extend the leasing authority for housing at tactical installa- 
tions for 1 more year—fiscal year 1959—and increase that authority from 3,000 
units (as provided in Public Law 968, 84th Cong.) to a new total of 5,000 units, 
so that Nike and antiaircraft gun site housing requirements may be met by 
utilizing existing private housing to the greatest possible extent, thereby reducing 
the necessity for construction of military quarters. 

Section 409 would make the current statutory floor area limitations applica- 
ble to all housing authorized for construction with appropriated funds, by repeal- 
ing the more restrictive limitations which applied to those units authorized 
under Public Law 765, 83d Congress. 

Section 410 would permit up to 15 percent of enlisted men’s quarters (those 
with 4 bedrooms) to have total floor area not to exceed 1,250 square feet. The 
limitations on other units would remain unchanged. The military departments 
have stated that more than one-sixth of married enlisted men in the upper zrades 
(E-7 through E-4 with 7 or more years’ service) have families of the size and 
composiiton requiring 4-bedroom units. Experience has demonstrated that an 
adequate 4-bedroom unit requires at least 1,200 to 1,250 square feet of net floor 
area. 

Section 411 would provide for a minor language change in Public Law Y68 to 
restrict the applicability of this section to construction contracts under the Cape- 
hart program, and to purchase contracts under the Wherry acquisition program, 
that is, to housing construction or acquisition contracts developed under legis- 
lation not originating in the Armed Service Committees. It seeks to eliminate 
reporting under this provision of housing authorized by military construction 
acts, because such housing has already been justified to the Armed Service Com- 
mnittees prior to authorization. It further proposes a reduction in the time period 
from 180 days to 15 days. 

Section 412 would further amend section 407 of Public Law 765, 83d Congress 
(surplus commodity program) to assure that housing allotments otherwise paid 
to or rental charges collected from civilian personnel will be available for pay- 
ments to the Commodity Credit Corporation when such personnel occupy housing 
constructed under this program. 





COST LIMITATIONS 


The language of the general provisions of this bill does not include limitations 
of unit costs of barracks, warehouses, bachelor officers quarters, and cold-stor- 
age facilities. These categories of facilities represent only 6 percent of the 
total new authorization being requested in this bill. 

All projects are administratively controlled by careful reviews in my office 
not only before inclusion in authorization and appropriation programs, but also 
at the time of apportionment of funds. This is effected by the use of sound stand- 
ards of design and construction, by checking cost reports that are submitted to 
my office on contract awards for military construction and by observing cost 
trends as reported by authoritative engineering publications. 

Arbitrary cost limitations are unsatisfactory because they do not take into 
account varying economic conditions and labor rates, geographical location and 
site conditions. We therefore recommend that the cost limitations be not in- 
cluded in the bill, relying on administrative control of costs through standards 
ef design and construction, and continuing reviews of program items and cost 
estimates. 
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In closing, I should like to inform the committee that this proposed legislation 
has been reviewed by the Director of the Budget who states that there is no 
objection to its submission to the Congress and that it is in accord with the pro- 
gram of the President. The Secretary of Defense recommends its enactment, 

I appreciate the privilege of meeting with you here, and it is my wish, to- 
gether with the departmental representatives who will also appear before you, 
to provide this committee with any information it desires in connection with 
its consideration of this legislation. 


Family housing requirements, assets and deficit for personnel in the armed 
services as of Mar. 25, 1957 


} | 
| Worldwide | Continental Overseas 





total United States 
Requirements for personne! entitled to quarters !.... 693, 895 509, 537 184, 358 
RE hikien hd dt odie = ee ea 245, 498 167, 800 | 77, 608 
Navy-..-.-.. es 173, 797 147, 537 | 26, 260 
Air Force_-.- 274, 600 194, 200 80, 400 
Adequate existing housing 2 400, 604 290, 795 109, 899 
BTaay-....- 150, 029 91, 627 58, 402 
Navy *: 3 97, 180 82, 903 | 14, 277 
Air Force a 153, 485 116, 265 | 37, 220 
Deficit 293, 201 218, 742 74, 459 
Army 95, 469 76, 173 19, 296 
Navy 76, 617 64, 634 11, 983 
Air Force 121, 115 77, 935 43, 180 
Programed housing * 04, 927 77, 207 17, 630 
Army 22, 424 19, 026 3, 398 
Nav y 22, 686 16, 9SY 5, 697 
Air Force 49, 817 41, 282 8, 535 
Projected deficit (basic) -- wa 198, 274 141, 445 
| ee obepas . ‘ 73, 045 57, 147 15, 898 
Navy ‘ 53, 931 47, 645 6, 286 
Air Force > ks 71, 298 36, 653 34, 645 


! Includes military personnel who receive quarters allowances under permanent legislation (officers and 
enlisted men in grades E-7, E-6, E-5, and E-4 with 7 or more years of service) and key civilians. Gross 
requirements are detailed in supplement A, attached. 

2 Includes all adequate housing (existing and under contract) under military ownership, under military 
sponsorship but privately owned (Wherry and rental guaranty) and privately or publicly owned in com- 
munities within reasonable commuting distance (usually 15 miles or 30 minutes). Detailed in supplement 
B, attached. 

3 Includes all currently programed (not under contract)fmilitary-owned and military-sponsored housing 
but excludes privately owned offbase housing scheduled or future development. Detailed in supplement 
C, attached. 
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SUPPLEMENT A 


Gross family housing requirements for personnel in the armed services * 


| 


| | 
Worldwide | Continental Overseas 























total |United States 

All services, total... — eee re 881, 526 679, 987 | 201, 539 
Entitled to quarters 2. 693,895! 509,537 | 184,358 
es ice soath AME DO a arcin  spnpasaaa Dain i 224, 569 | 172, 259 52, 310 
Enlisted men..---.-_--. ae canteen Bact in : ae 443, 996 | 324, 778 119, 218 

Key civilians. -__.__- uarenideeetnaeeel 25, 330 | 12, 500 12, 830 

Not entitled to quarters 3_..____- cameo! Sa 170, 450 17, 181 
Army, total ¢_............... ; sana 303, 598 | 223, 800 79,798 
Entitled to quarters 245, 498 | 167, 800 77, 698 
Officers... --.- idialals oe 87,450 | 63, 346 24, 104 
Enlisted men--.........--- 7 mat 7 ; 146, 818 | 98, 754 48, 064 

Key civilians -............ aici 11, 230 | 5, 700 5, 530 

Not entitled to quarters._..._- aa 58, 100 | A 56,000; - “2, 100 
Navy, total §._.......... 220,328  «:186,987|  —«-33, 341 
Entitled to quarters i 173, 797 | 147, 537 | 26, 260 
Officers... 46,119 | 39, 913 6, 206 
Enlisted men. 123, 178 | 104, 024 19, 154 

Key civilians 4, 500 | 3, 600 900 

Not entitled to quarters 46, 531 | tase "39, 450 | es 7,081 
Air Force, total °... 357, 600 | 269, 200 | 88, 400 
Entitled to quarters | 274,600} 194, 200 perrect ~ 80, 400 
Officers. 91, 000 | 69, 000 | 22, 000 
Enlisted men ‘ ; ; iaieaul 174, 000 | 122, 000 | 52, 000 

Key civilians 9, 600 3, 200 6, 400 

Not entitled to quarters_- 83, 000 78, 000 acre | 8,000 


' Based on planned military and key civilian strength, exclusive of ancillary personnel (cadets, midship- 
men, students, trainees, hospital patients, transients, industrial detachments, diplomatie attaches, ROTC 
instructors, personnel on special missions, etc.) and fleet personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps. 

‘Includes officers, enlisted men in grades E-7, E-6, E-5, and E-4 with 7 or more years of service, and 
key civilians. 

§ Includes enlisted men in grades E-1, E-2, E-3, and E-4 with less than 7 years of service, in continental 
United States and Territories and possessions; requirements in this category for foreign countries are not 
included because of lack of authorization for dependent allowances. 

4 Based on Army strength of 1,027,000. 

5 Based on Navy strength of 857,000. 

* Based on Air Force strength of 925,000. 
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SUPPLEMENT B 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 


AUTHORIZATION 


Adequate existing family housing for personnel in the 





Adequate existing housing, total 


Army 
Navy 
Air Force. 
Military quarters and rental housing 
Army. 
Navy 
Air Force. 
Wherry (title VIII) housing 
Army 
Navy... 
Air Force. 
Capehart (title VILI) housing 
Army 
Navy 
Air Force. 
Rental guaranty housing ? 
Army 
Navy 
Air Force. 
Surplus commodity housing * 
Army 
Navy....- 
Air Foree. 
Offbase private housing-- 
Army ‘ 
Navy 
Air Force. 


Worldwide 
total 


400, 694 | 


150, 029 


97, 180 | 


153, 485 
"134, 055 
67, 644 


34, 511 
31, 906 


83, 563 
21, 621 
24, 375 
37, 567 


14, 26 


8, 604 


378 

297 

1, 481 
159, 502 
540 
562 


400 


49, 
37, 
72, 


armed services * 


Continental | 


United 
States 


290, 795 


82, 903 
116, 265 


51, 556 


17, 838 
24, 186 
9, 532 


8, 694 
435 
5, 161 


0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

144, 695 
43, 711 


35, 984 
65, 000 


91, 627 | 


Overseas 


| 109, 899 


58; 402 
14, 277 
37, 220 
82, 499 
49, 806 
10, 325 
22, 368 

3, 300 


237 


2, 077 


14, 807 
5, 829 
578 


7, 400 


! Includes units which are completed, under construction or under contract in currently active military 


housing programs. 


2 Includes 2,152 Army units and 2,695 Air Force units in France, 700 Air Force units in Morocco, and 


1,581 Air Force units in Spain. 


3 Includes 1,481 Air Force units in United Kingdom and 378 Army and 297 Navy units in Japan 
4 Includes 608 units of title VI projects which are managed as Wherry housing. 








MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION Sl 


SUPPLEMENT C 


Programed family housing for personnel in the armed services 





Worldwide | Continental | 








seas i total United Overseas 
States 
109, 899 Programed housing, total 94, 927 77, 297 | 17, 630 
58/402 Army... 22, 424 19, 026 3, 398 
14, 277 Navy- 22, 686 16, 989 5, 697 
37, 220 Air Force 49, 817 41, 282 | 8, 535 
82, 499 Appropt iated funds ! 8, 394 1 5, 814 a oe 2, 580 
49, 806 Army Fao a hen 1,673; 138 
10, 325 Navy. | 2, 053 693 1, 360 
= Air Force 4, 525 3, 443 | 1! 082 
3, 300 Capehart (title VIII) housing ? 78 506 71, 483 7, 023 
37 Army 18, 938 17, 348 | 1, 590 
2, 077 Navy. 20, 079 16, 296 | 3, 783 
_ Air Force 39, 489 37, 839 | 1, 650 
0 Surplus Commodity Housing 3 ~ 8,027 aa 8,027 
0 Army 1, 670 | 0 | 1, 670 
0 Navy. 554 | 0 | 554 
_? Air Force 5, 803 0 5, 803 
7, 128 — — 
a ee ‘ Includes units authorized in fiscal year 1957 and prior years which are planned for development but are 
2, 152 not yet under contract. 
0 ? Includes units in projects scheduled for contract-award in fiscal year 1957 and/or approved for develop- 
4, 976 ment as of Mar. 25, 1957. Total units planned by services are: Army, 59,000; Navy, 35,000; and Air Force, 
ee 61,000. 
2, 156 3 Includes 3,527 units under the title I program and 4,500 units under the ‘“‘barter’’ program. Distribution 
re by country is: Italy, 616; Japan, 1,025; Morocco, 500; Spain, 426; United Kingdom, 960; Bermuda, 600; 
505 France, 2,800; and Philippines, 1,100. Additional projects totaling 16,200 units are under consideration, 
\ = but not approved, for these countries and 5 others. 
14, 807 
5, 829 
1, 578 
7, 400 


» military 
oeco, and 


1, 
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(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., the committee recessed to reconvene at 
2:30 p.m. this day.) 
AFTERNOON SESSION 


Present: Senators Stennis (presiding) and Case. 

Also present: Senator Barrett. 

K. E. BeLieu, o the staff of the Committee on Armed Services. 

Senator Stennis. I am sorry you gentlemen were kept waiting here 
for even a few minutes; that istoomany. But we had a quorum call on 
the floor, and we are taking up an appropriation bill, and I hear a little 
talk around town there is some effort to reduce the budget. There 
might be some votes on it, I do not know. We may be interrupted. 

Senator Case will be here in just a few minutes, I passed him in the 
elevator; and Senator Jackson said he would be a few minutes late, but 
that he would definitely be here. 

We will proceed. Senator Case said for us to go ahead. 

Let me make just one little opening statement here for the record, 
please, Mr. Secretary. 

We will continue this afternoon our hearings on Senate bill 1940, 
the military construction bill for the year 1958. Specific ally, the hear- 
ings will be on the Air Force, which has a total authorization of ap- 
proximately $803 million. 

Mr. Secretary Douglas, we are very glad to have you here, sir. I be- 
lieve this j is your first visit on a mission of this kind since you received 
the well-deserved promotion, and one that this committee was glad to 
see you receive. 


STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES H. DOUGLAS, SECRETARY OF THE AIR 
FORCE; ACCOMPANIED BY JOHN M. FERRY, SPECIAL ASSISTANT 
FOR INSTALLATIONS; BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM E. RENTZ, DIRECTOR 
OF REAL PROPERTY; COL. JOHN N. EWBANK, DEPUTY DIRECTOR 
OF REAL PROPERTY; AND JOHN R. GIBBENS, ASSOCIATE DIREC- 
TOR OF REAL PROPERTY, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 


Secretary Douctas. Thank you, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. [assume you have a prepared statement / 

Secretary Dovucias. Yes, I have, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator STENNIS. You may insert that in the record, Mr. Secretary, 
and then speak on the high points; or, if you wish, you may read your 
statement entirely. We do not have a set rule. If you would rather 
read it all the way through before being interrupted, we will abide 
by that. 

Secretary Dovcias. Mr. Chairman, I feel, having had the privilege 
of discussing military construction programs with this committee, and 
with the same membership that it has today, several times in the past, 
I understand very well how well-informed the committee is, and I 
think the committee is quite current on the Air Force program. 

I spent a considerable amount of time during the last few days in 
the preparation of this statement, so that we would have what I think 
is a careful coverage of general problems affecting the Air Force con- 
struction program. 

For the record, it is my inclination not to read this statement, but 
to make a few very brief observations, and then discuss at length any 
areas of the program the committee may wish to take up with me. 
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Senator Stennis. Very well, we will put your entire statement in 
the record, then, Mr. Secretary, if you will. 

Secretary Doue.as. I would appreciate that, sir. 

Senator SreNNis. Then call to our special attention any matter you 
have for emphasis, and particularly outline any problems or any 
change in the situation or policies, or anything of that kind, that you 
wish, and doubtless we will have questions on some of the items. 

(Secretary Douglas’ prepared statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Hon. JAMES H. DouGgLAs, SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am happy to have the opportun- 
ity of introducing the Air Force presentation of its fiscal year 1958 military 
construction program. The Air Force has a vital interest in the development 
of a modern base structure. In fact, it must be considered equal in importance 
to the development of aircraft and missiles with increased speed, range, and 
striking power, for the degree of development of our airbases, missile sites, and 
radar stations determines the effectiveness of these weapons as instruments of 
defense. Continued progress in the construction of these installations is essen- 
tial to maintaining the ready, effective Air Force that our national security 
demands. 

I shall discuss briefly the recent adjustments in the Air Force wing structure 
and its effect upon our base programs, summarize progress in Air Force pro- 
grams, and outline the fiscal year 1958 construction program for which we seek 
authorization. General Washbourne, Assistant Chief of Staff, Installations, then 
will present in more detail Air Force construction requirements. 

Following General Washbourne, two special presentations will be made—one 
on family housing and the other providing greater details of the force composi- 
tion, deployment, and operational requirements which generate our programs 
for construction and modernization of Air Force bases. The latter presentation, 
as well as certain other information to be provided during the course of the 
hearings, is Classified material which will be presented in closed session. The 
omission of such information from the published record is requested. 

The Air Force installations program of the last several years has been aimed 
at providing airbase facilities required for the 137-wing Air Force that in 19538 
was approved as the Air Force goal. For the construction of such airbase 
facilities, approximately $4.7 billion in contracts will have been awarded from 
Fiscal Year 1954 through Fiseal Year 1957. 

The original goal of 187 combat wings by June 1957 now has been modified 
after a thorough review of the Air Force task and today’s more modern and 
ore powerful equipment and weapons. Though the Air Foree now has a force 
of 137 wings, they include 4 troop-carrier wings and 1 Matador wing not originally 
included in the 137-wing force. Five fighter wings have been eliminated. 

In Fiscal Year 1958 we propose to reduce the force to 128 wings by dropping 
» strategic fighter wings, 1 tactical bomb wing, and 8 fighter-bomber wings. 
These changes are not arbitrary but stem from a review of the task to be accom- 
plished and the means at our disposal to get the job done. 

The adjustments in our force structure have been made in the light of the 
technical advances that give us new and increased capabilities. The Air Force 
program and force requirements are under continual review, and it appears 
likely that, as more advanced aircraft, and as improved missiles are introduced 
in operational units, some further reductions in the numbers of wings can be 
made while actually increasing the overall striking power of the force. 

There has been recent speculation and some expression of apprehension that 
the reduced wing structure of the Air Force might have serious impact upon the 
utilization of existing air bases, with the -possible closing of a considerable 
number. The reduction in the number of wings, however, is substantially offset 
in its effect on base utilization by the program for dispersal of the SAC homb 
Wings. This program has high priority as it will increase their alert capa)ility 
and reduce vulnerability to attack. To avoid construction of costly new bases, 
the dispersal is planned to be made to the most economically and operationally 
adaptable existing bases. In some cases such dispersal displaces other type 
units, and in others leaves unused capacity on heavy bomb wing bases where 
redeployment of other types of units is programed to obtain maximum possible 
utilization of existing base facilities. 
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Except for such new guided missile sites as may result from final site deter- 
minations, no new active operating bases will be initiated inside United States 
under the Air Force construction program for Fiscal Year 1958, By virtue of 
effecting unit redeployments in combination with the reduced numbers of units, 
present base requirements for the forces will be satisfied by adaptation and 
utilization of existing bases. : 

During the hearings last year on the fiscal year 1957 military construction 
program, the Air Force announced its intention to develop two new bases: 
(1) a replacement site to be selected in the Greater Portland area, Oregon; and 
(2) an Air Force facility at the National Reactor Test station, Idaho. Construc- 
tion planned for the classified activities at the latter location has been deferred 
pending further development information on the operational requirement. 

The new base in the Greater Portland area was proposed last year in line with 
the advice of the Congress to seek an alternate site to Portland International 
Airport where, up to that time, a satisfactory agreement could not be reached 
beween the port of Portland, the Civil Aeronautics Administration, and the Air 
Force on-the expansion and use of the airport. Negotiations have been reopened 
with the city officials of Portland, Oreg., and it is now believed that an acceptable 
agreement can be made which will continue Air Force operations at Portland 
International Airport. Asa result, actions toward establishment of the new base in 
the Greater Portland area have been terminated and the Air Force plans to fulfill 
its operational requirements in that area by provision of rather limited additional 
facilities at Portland International Airport. This action will effect a savings in 
time in providing full operational capability as well as a considerable savings in 
construction costs. 

In fiscal year 1956, the Air Force obtained initial authorization to construct a 
new base in the Fort Myers, Fla., area to serve as a second air defense weapons 
center for fighter interceptor squadron training. During preliminary engineer- 
ing test borings the soil conditions at the original site were found undesirable 
and probable beneficial occupancy of the base was seriously delayed, with the 
result that it was necessary to adapt an existing installation (Tyndall Air Force 
Base) to satisfy the early urgent need for a gunnery training facility. Further, 
probable future reductions in manned fighter interceptor units, as air defense mis- 
siles become available, indicated a greatly reduced need for building the proposed 
new base. For these reasons, the Air Force no longer plans to develop the pro: 
posed base at Fort Myers. 

For the past 3 years, the Air Force has included in its base program a proposed 
new air defense base in the northern Michigan area, last year authorized to be 
located at Manistee. Again, as in the case of Buckingham, the delays encoun- 
tered in initiating construction and obtaining beneficial occupancy of a new 
base at Manistee, coupled with the recent force adjustments, facilities on exist- 
ing bases, and other demands on available resources, led to the decision to 
proceed no further with development of a base in that area. 

Similarly, the Air Force does not now plan to proceed with construction of 
three bases added last year by the Congress to the Air Force fiscal year 1957 
authorization program. These bases at Dublin, Ga., Mitchell, S. Dak., and 
Hobbs, N. Mex., were authorized for furtherance of the SAC dispersal program. 
Evaluations of existing base facilities available to implement the dispersal pro- 
gram have made it economically inadvisable to construct new bases for dispersal 
of the SAC bomber units under the present program. 

I would now like to refer briefly to the progress being made in the overall Air 
Force program, with particular reference to aircraft and weapons, because as 
you well know, the characteristics of the aircraft and weapon systems we use 
establish the pattern and type of operational facilities we must construct on our 
airbases. 

Air Force combat capability has increased substantially and will continue to 
increase. Our advance is shown by marked progress in many fields, including: 
(1) increased numbers and types of modern weapons; (2) introduction of more 
advanced aircraft into operational units, and operational capability of Matador 
units; (3) more effective deployment and dispersal of weapons and units; (4) im- 
proved warning systems: (5) advances in support and logistic systems; (6) in- 
creased training and experience of personnel; and (7) profitable results of an 
aggressive program of research and development. 

The last year saw production and assignment of the newest type aircraft to com- 
bat units. The Strategic Air Command has improved its capability. Replace- 
ment of B-36's with B-52’s continued with 4 of the heavy bomber wings sched- 
uled for conversion by the end of this fiscal year. During the next fiscal year, 4 
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more of the 11 heavy bomber wings will convert to B—52’s, so that by the end of 
fiscal year 1958 our B—36 wings will be down to 3 and our B-52 wings will be up 
to 8. In addition, each B-52 wing will be equipped with 45 planes as compared 
to the 30 planes in a B-36 wing. 

Recent flight test reports on the B—58, which would be our first supersonic stra- 
tegic bomber, and a follow-on for the B—47, have been very encouraging. 

Our long range strike capability was dramatically demonstrated by the receut 
globe-circling flight of 4 Air Force B-52’s. This flight also demonstrated the 
advantage we enjoy in air refueling which is now routine for our bombers and 
fighters all over the world. This week F—100’s demonstrated refueling nonstop 
performance in a flight from the United Kingdom to Jamestown, Va. 

The B—-52 round-the-world flight, significant as it was, would have been faster 
and easier of execution if we had been able to refuel with jet tankers, which will 
shortly be incorporated in our Air Force. 

In line with the overall modernization of our force, all fighters now under pro- 
curement are of the supersonic 100 series. The capability of the Air National 
Guard and Air Reserve are increased by receiving F—86 and F-84 equipment 
earlier than originally planned, utilizing aircraft released by the reduction in the 
number of active fighter units. 

In the transport field, the first C-133 turboprop cargo plane, designed for about 
twice the payload capacity of the largest transports now in service, was flown 
last year. The turboprop C—130, a great advance over any troop carrier aircraft, 
is being assigned to Tactical Air Command medium troop carrier wings. 

The integration of missiles into the Air Force weapons system continues to 
hold high priority. Already in use by our all-weather interceptor aircraft in op- 
erational units is the Falcon missile which is a dependable missile of high kill 
capability. The Air Force is also planning to use the Navy-developed Sidewinder 
air-to-air missile on certain day fighters. 

To supplement our fighter interceptors, we are pushing development of the 
Bomare ground-to-air missile. Once operational in effective numbers, it should 
reduce our requirement for the types of short range, manned interceptors we now 
have. 

In offensive missiles, the first tactical missile in the Air Force is the Matador 
which has been in operational use since 1954 and now to be counted as a full 
wing in the force structure. One wing is equipped and is in position in Europe. 

The Air Force has additional long range surface-to-surface missiles under de- 
velopment—both air breathing and ballistic. The ballistic missile development 
programs are substantially on the schedule established over a year ago. The Air 
Force has at present exclusive operational responsibility for the land based inter- 
mediate range (about 1,500 miles) ballistic missile, and for the intercontinental 
ballistic missile. Good progress is being made in these projects. 

As to adequate control and warning systems, we have continued to improve 
and expand our present warning lines. The main portion of the distant early 
warning line (DEW line) which provides the longer warning time so vital to 
timely launching of our retaliatory and air defense forces, and which has been 
under construction for several years, is now nearing completion and will meet 
its scheduled operational date. Eastern and western extensions to the main 
line are programed and partially funded. We are continuing the development, 
testing, and construction of SAGE, our semiautomatic ground environment sys- 
tem which operates as a computing and control facility to control our advanced 
air defense weapons against multiple targets. 

An unfortunate effect of the urgent demand for our construction dollars and 
capability to build base facilities for all these high priority Air Force programs 
has been the postponement of many essential Air Force contruction projects 
needed to provide a satisfactory standard of living for our officers and airmen. 
These deferred personnel projects include family housing, recreational facilities. 
and the replacement of substandard temporary World War II troop housing 
and dining facilities. 

The attraction and retention of skilled personnel required to man and support 
our varied weapons systems remains the central problem affecting the ready 
combat capability of the Air Force. The Congress has provided great assistance 
in this problem by the enactment of legislation aimed at making service careers 
more rewarding for the individual and his family. Additional steps have been 
taken by the Air Force to make career service more attractive to the technically 
qualified and highly trained officers and airmen that are essential to a ready 
versatile Air Force. ; 
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Progress made was reflected last year by the Air Force being able to maintain 
a steady airman reenlistment rate of 44 percent for the year, although it went 
as high as 48 percent in one month. This compared to a rate of 28 percent 2 
years before. However, effective and economical operation of the Air Force 
requires that the rate continue to be increased. We feel that the emphasis 
placed by the Air Force on construction of facilities which provide good living 
and working conditions contribute largely to personnel incentive and retention, 
We will continue to ask your assistance in solution of this problem. 

The lack of sufficient, adequate family housing continues to be of major con- 
cern to the Air Force. We continue to pay a comparatively high penalty for the 
lack of housing in reduced overall operational effectiveness resulting from de- 
voting so much of our force to training personnel replacements, long distances 
from quarters to the base, and separation of families. 

The prime source of our Air Force family housing in the Zone of Interior 
is now the new title VIII program relying on guaranteed mortgage payments. 
Except for Alaska and Canada, where we use appropriated funds for housing, 
our greatest potential for providing family housing in the overseas areas is the 
surplus commodity program. The secondary source in overseas areas, at this 
time, is the rental guarantee program. 

The appropriated funds programs are of course acceptable, but the history 
of the Air Force has demonstrated quite clearly that authorizations for con- 
struction of family quarters have difficulty in surviving the competition with 
other high priority operational items for appropriated dollars. It seems most 
unlikely that large housing projects will ever be financed as an expenditure in 
a single year. 

Some definite progress in providing housing has been made. But, it falls far 
short of our goals and expectations. The new title VIII program could be an 
effective means for providing our housing needs. The number of hurdles, how- 
ever, Which each project must clear before construction starts is so great that 
actual progress is very slow. I regard it as important that an increasing num- 
her of Capehart projects be put under contract. 

With respect to the surplus commodity projects—here, again, the launching 
of a broad program has been severely delayed. Only one project is underway. 
Most of our programed projects are awaiting the “go ahead” signal from the 
Commodity Credit Corpation, pending the outcome of an Army-sponsored barter 
type surplus commodity project in France. Rental guarantee is utilized only in 
those overseas areas where a surplus commodity project does not appear to be 
practicable. 

As of today, out progress since 1952 has been as follows : 


Number of units 


Under con Planned 
Completed struction or through 
ready for fiscal year 
contract 1958 
Inside United States 
A ppropriated funds 1, 536 2 517 s 136 
Wherry 37, 355 R20 
New title VIII 10, 811 42, 700 
Total 38, 891 14, 148 45, 836 
Overseas 
A ppropriated fund 2, 646 On 910 
Surplus commodity 1, 481 8, 804 
Rental guarantee 1, 026 , 941 200 
Potal 3, O72 5, 512 9, 914 
Grand total 42, 563 19, 660 55, 750 


As was noted last year, there are some housing requirements in the Zone 
of Interior where the Air Force has found it impracticable to develop a title 
VIII project and, therefore, appropriated fund housing must be sought. These 
are principally at the aircraft control and warning sites, and for limited num- 
bers of quarters at certain bases. Likewise in Alaska and Canada, where the 
unit costs for housing are extremely high, it appears necessary that appropriated 
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lin funds be used. We are, therefore, requesting at this time authorization of 1,507 
ont units in the United States—s840 of which are at aircraft control and warning 
t 2 sites. Construction cost estimates for family housing in Alaska and bids re- 
rce ceived at Goose Airbase, Labrador, have greatly exceeded statutory cost limits 
sis because of continuously rising construction costs. By separate action, we are re- 
ing questing that the legal cost limitations be raised in Canada and Alaska to permit 
on. our utilizing already existing authorization to construct houses in those areas. 
Although General Washbourne will discuss the content of the fiscal year 1958 
on- program in greater detail, I would like to summarize certain of its significant 
the features. The authorization requested for the Air Force for fiscal year 1958 in- 
de- volves new construction amounting to approximately $803 million, of which $509 
ces million are for projects in the United States, $229 million are for projects out- 
side the United States, and $65 million are for classified facilities. In addition, 
‘ior an increase of approximately $115 million in authorizations granted in prior years 
ats. is requested to provide for increased costs on certain approved projects, bringing 
ng, i the total Air Force request to $918 million. 
the | The request for new authority provides for construction at 192 major air 
his , installations, of which 129 are inside United States and 63 are outside the United 
States. In addition, the program provides facilities at a number of other sites 
ory and locations, including aircraft control and warning network projects, facilities 
On- for the development, testing, and operation of missile systems, and facilities at 
vith classified locations. 
10st Over 40 percent of the total program is directly related to improvement of the 
» in strike capability of the Strategic Air Command and the maintenance of SAC’s 
constant readiness. These SAC operational and support projects include sites for 
far strategic missile bases for dispersal of the heavy bomber squadron; additional 
an facilities required by the conversion from B-36’s to B—52’s ; northern tanker bases; 
ow- | facilities at overseas bases for the staging and operation of strategic missions; 
hat POL storage at strategic locations overseas; housing and community facilities; 
un- t and other essential base support items including aircraft maintenance facilities, 


ammunition storage, refueling facilities, mission training facilities, and unit 
ing | operations buildings. 


vay. | The dispersal program, to reduce the vulnerability of the strategic strike force 
the | and increase its reaction capability was started with construction approved last 
rter | year and is continued by the fiscal year 1958 authorization request. As I in- 
vin | dicated earlier in my statement, the Air Force is achieving dispersal of the 
) be heavy bomber squadrons by adapting existing bases to SAC operations. Fiscal 
| year 1957 construction provided initial facilities for dispersal of 11 of the 33 
; heavy bomber squadrons, which with the existing 11 home bases of the 11 heavy 
j bomber wings, made a total of 22 heavy bomber bases. The fiscal year 1958 con- 
a ae struction request schedules B—52 squadron facilities at 6 additional existing bases, 
providing with this year’s program, a total of 28 heavy bomber bases. In addi- 
tion the program adds facilities at the 11 home bases and the 11 first dispersal 
ed increment bases begun last year, The dispersal bases include installations as- 
gh signed to the Air Defense Command, Air Training Command, Air Material Com- 
_— mand, and the Tactical Air Command as well as those formerly identified as SAC 
bases. Additional dispersal will be provided for in the next and succeeding 
‘ years’ construction programs. 
$136 Air defense receives a major share of the total fiscal year 1958 program with 
. about 30 percent of the total program. Major items among the air defense 
$2, 700 projects include an eastward extension to the main DEW line; additions to 
15 836 operations buildings and utilities systems at existing warning network sites to 
aan accommodate and operate improved detection radar and control equipment; 
a family housing at isolated aircraft control and warning sites which I mentioned 
aso earlier plus 594 units at fighter interceptor bases; operational sites for the 
"200 8 ground-to-air Bomare guided missile; storage and checkout facilities for missiles 
one and rockets carried by our manned interceptors; facilities at seven bases for 


’ redevelopment of fighter interceptors to provide more adequate coverage of 
55, 750 vulnerable areas; and other facilities improving the effectiveness of interceptor 
operations, including operational shelters at northern bases, ramp power outlets 
to insure instant readiness of the interceptor aircraft, and troop housing and 
Zone community facilities. 


title Included in the facilities supporting tactical operations are additional sites and 
‘hese facilities for employment of the Matador guided missile. 

num- The program of the Air Training Command contains approximately $16 million 
> the | for expansion of runway facilities at basic bases and auxiliary fields to permit 


iated training of pilots in advanced types of jet aircraft. 
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At the Air Materiel Command bases we are providing for certain moderniza- 
tion of hangars, shops, and other depot facilities to support the new types of 
equipment and weapons systems being introduced into the Air Force inventory, 

Technical facilities for research and development included in the program total 
$25 million. The major portion of these projects support development pro- 
grams for missiles—$21,341,000 are included in the program for the United 
States Air Force Academy to provide a second increment of construction author- 
ization in the phased development of a permanent service academy devoted 
specifically to the education of career officers for the Air Force. Major items 
to be provided by the new authorization in this bill include basic airfield facilities 
for the cadet flight training to be included in the curriculum: and for combat 
readiness training of pilots on the Academy staff and faculty; the Academy 
hospital; dormitories for support personnel; the Academy chapel; and utilities, 

I think a brief statement of the progress the Air Force is making on the 
permanent Academy program is appropriate at this point. The $126 million 
previously authorized will construct the facilities required for the scheduled 
initial opening in the summer of 1958 of the permanent Academy at its site near 
Colorado Springs, Colo. The overall master plan has been approved and final 
design has been approved for the major structures and the utilities and road 
networks at the site. Approximately $117 million have been appropriated to 
date for construction. Work underway includes the road network, the water 
lines and reservoir, the main sewer lines, overall grading of the academic area, 
foundations, and purchase and erection of building steel. Construction is well 
advanced on major buildings such as the academic building, cadet quarters, cadet 
dining hall, gymnasium, and the service and supply area. 

In preparing the military construction program I have just outlined, the Air 
Force has been highly selective. In addition, the program has undergone an ex- 
haustive scruting by the Office of the Secretary of Defense and the Bureau of the 
Budget. Recognizing the need for economy, we have included only those most 
urgently needed facilities which directly affect operational capability. 

Each year we devote the major portion of our construction funds and efforts 
to implementing high priority programs for new weapons systems and new op- 
erational concepts. This, of course is as it should be if we are to maintain the 
qualitative position necessary for adequate defense. Doing this, however, leaves 
many other high priority needs which will not be met. Only minimum resources 
each year are available to improve our present base structure and replace sub- 
standard temporary facilities causing annual requirements for maintenance to 
continue to increase. 

Although we have made significant progress in the past several years in de- 
velopment of a base structure to support a modern Air Force, much remains to 
be done. The need for concurrent satisfaction of base requirements for new 
weapons systems and elimination of deficiencies at present bases requires that 
expenditures for Air Force military construction be maintained at a level of at 
least $1.0 billion to $1.2 billion per year for some years to come. 

In the course of your review of the Air Force program, it is our desire to fur- 
nish every detail of information and answer every question that you, Mr. Chair- 
man, and the members of your committee may deem appropriate. Also, let me 
say we are confident that the Air Force construction program will benefit from 
the thought and attention it will receive from this committee. 


Secretary Dovcrias. I would like to start by saying that the current 
construction program for our fiscal year 1957 is making good progress. 
At the end of April, $951 million had been placed under contract, and 
our estimate is that $1.260 billion will be placed under contract during 
the year. 

That will leave a carryover, unobligated by programs and com- 
mitted, of $329 million, which is a satisfactory carryover for this size 
program. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Barrett is down there. 

Weare very glad to have you here, Senator. 

The Secretary has put his statement in the record, Senator Case, and 
he is going to discuss now such special phases and policies as he wishes 
to emphasize. 
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Secretary Dovucuas. Senator, I made this prepared statement as in- 
formative as I could, but I do not really think it warrants being read 
to you and Senator Stennis, you are too current on the Air Force 
program, and I thought I would just comment on it. 

I just referred to the progress that we made during this year. We 


will have, we believe, $1.260 billion under contract by the end of June, 


and regard that as quite satisfactory performance on the 1957 program. 

I think if there is one area of the Air Force construction program 
that perhaps needs some explanation in introducing a discussion of the 
program, it is in connection with the programed reduction of the num- 
ber of wings during 1958, and the relationship of that reduction to 
our base installation requirements. 

As you are both well aware, the Air Force at the present time has 
132 wings of the original 137 program. To be completely accurate, 
two fighter-interceptor squadrons which are activated but not opera- 
tional. 

At the end of 1958, this number, as related to the original 137, will 
be down to 125. 

To try to avoid confusion, I want to say that it is also a fact that 
we have in another sense 137 wings today instead of the 132—counting, 
in the 137, 4 troop-carrier assault wings that had not previously been 
counted in the original program, and 1 Matador wing which is de- 
ployed abroad. o 

The question naturally arises, What effect does this have on utiliza- 
tion of Air Force bases? Obviously, it reduces the requirement for 
Air Force base installations. 

However, the development of the program, particularly in the Stra- 
tegic Air Command, and the planned dispersal of the heavy bombard- 
ment wings of SAC, we have a factor which calls for very substantial 
investment in adapting existing bases to SAC heavy bomber oper- 
ations; and also, in bringing in the very large force of jet tankers 
for the B-52, one might properly say we are bringing in 11 additional 
wings of very large jet aircraft. 

It might be proper to say that, with respect to facilities, pavements, 
and so forth, providing for the jet tankers is at least as much of a 
construction problem as taking care of the 14 lighter aircraft, fighter- 
interceptor, and fighter-bomber, that are eliminated from the original 
program by the end of 1958. 

I think it is important that we keep in mind that just in the SAC 
program, without going into the preparation of various sites, both 
in the ZI and in the missile operations, we have a requirement that 
substantially uses all Air Force capabilities in existing base installa- 
tions. 

I would also like to refer-—— 

Senator Stennis. Before you leave that dispersal, that is something 
we are interested in. Will you just develop in all the detail you might 
want to in open session, Mr. Secretary? You covered it—— 

Secretary Dovguas. I would like to say a little more. 

It has been stated that the present B-52 program is an 11-wing 
program; that the wings will consist of 45 B-52’s; that they will 
be organized in 3 squadrons, each consisting of 15 B-52’s. 

We announced sometime back the proposal to disperse the B-52 
squadrons, both to improve our alert capability and to reduce vulner- 


6. 
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ability, and in last year’s program we included in it 11 so-called 
dispersal bases. 

In this year’s program you will find an additional six dispersal 
bases. The extent to which we will increase that dispersal to bring 
it up to the ideal dispersal accomplished by a base for each squadron 
is not certainly determined, but that is the basis of our dispersal pro- 
gram. 

Senator Srennis. How many tankers go with 15-unit B-59 
squadron ? 

Secretary Doveras. The present programing is 2 tankers to 3 
B-52’s, so that there will be actually half a squadron of KC-135 tank- 
ers W ith each B-52 squadron, as our Air Force program stands today. 

Senator Stennis. And those tankers will be right there; they are 
part of the unit, so to speak; is that right ? 

Secretary Dovaias. Generally speaking, that is so, Senator. 

Senator Casr. Are you going to put the tankers in the same loca- 
tions as the B-52’s, 

Secretary Douguas. As I understand it, we have an open hearing 
here. 

Senator Casr. Yes, open hearing; that is right. 

Secretary Dovaras. So I think I would rather go into the details of 
tanker operation and location when we get into executive session. 

Senator STENNIs. Yes. 

Senator Case. I am wholly in sympathy with that because there 
are some questions I want to ask on this which I think probably should 
be asked in executive session. 

But on the face of it, it seems a little unusual that the tankers are 
to be located at the same bases as the planes. I would think that the 
tankers should be at some point forward rather than to follow them. 

Secretary Doucias. I can make a comment on that, Senator. 

There are very real advantages that can be secured by having tank- 
ers based forward, and we will probably follow both proc edures. But 
the great advantage that has been urged in programing the jet rT 
ers, ‘powered by J—57 engines, as companion aircraft to the B-52, is 
the capability of the tanker to take off with the B-? , stay with it, 
and avoid any rendezvous problem, refuel the B-52, na go home. 

So there are advantages both ways, Senator Case. 

Senator Srennis. All right, Mr. Secretary. 

Senator Casr. I will bring up some further questions on that when 
we go into executive session. 

Secretary Doveras. Right. 

Senator Case. I would like to ask one question, though, which I 
think can be handled in the open session. 

As I understood the Secretary for Installations this morning, Mr. 
Bryant, the requests for authorization here are for projects for which 
you expect to seek funds this year. 

Secretary Doveras. That is correct. 

Senator Case. And you are not asking for authorization here for 
anything that you do not expect to request funds for this year ¢ 

Secretar y Doveras. That is correct. 

Senator Casr. There have been some years in which we considered 
items which were—— 

Secretary Doverias. We asked full authorization without expect- 
ing- 
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Senator Casr. Full authorization with a lead time of 2 or 3 years. 

Secretary Doveras. That is right. 

Senator Case. That is not the case this year. 

Secretary Dovuetas. That is not the case. The request for new au- 
thorization which we expect to include in our financial program is 
$803 million, of which $509 million represent projects in the United 
States, and our financial program for 1958 will include approximately 
$500 million of prior-year authorizations. 

Senator Stennis. Did you state how much you were going to ask 
for this year? 

Secretary Douetas. In authorization; yes; $803 million. 

Senator STENNIS Yes, I know, in authorization. But in the finances, 
the appropriation bill; did you state that ? 

Secretary Doveras. No; I did not. 

Senator STENNIS. Maybe you do not have that figure final as yet. 
That is all right. I thought perhaps you stated it before I interrupted. 

Senator Case. Mr. Secretary, you referred to an additional six 
bases that would be implemented to complement the dispersal. Were 
you referring to new bases, or to adaptations / 

Secretary Dovenas. No: I am referring to construction on existing 
Air Force bases to meet this requirement, and I would be happy to 
name them. 

Senator Casr. Please do, 

Secretary Dove as. Turner, Warner Robins, Seymour Johnson, 
Barksdale, Blytheville in Arkansas, and Greenville, Miss. 

Senator Cast. Those are all existing bases. What is the mission of 
each of them at the present time / 

Secretary Doveias. Turner is a SAC base. Warner Robins is an 
Air Materiel Command base. Seymour Johnson is a SAC base. 
Barksdale is a SAC base. Blytheville, I think, is a Tactical Air at 
the present time. 

Senator Case. Dues that mean a conversion from Tactical to SAC / 

Secretary Dove.as. That is correct. 

Senator Case. And Greeneville / 

Secretary Dove.as. Greenville is a training command base. It is a 
basic training command base at the present time. 

Senator Case. Is that being converted to SAC / 

Secretary Doveias. That is correct. That is in the program. 

Senator Casr. Then, Mr. Chairman, there will be some questions I 
want to ask when we go into executive session. 

Senator STenNts. All right. 

All right, Mr. Secretary, anything further on that subject 

Secretary Dovetas. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to call your 
attention to the present status of our housing program. 

If you will look at page 12 of the statement I filed, you will see there 
that inside the United States, we have 37,355 units of Wherry hous- 
ing completed. We have 1,536 appropriated funds units completed. 
We have planned through 1958, a total of 3,136 houses by appropri- 
ated funds: and under title VIII, where we look to secure most of our 
housing now, 42,700 units. 

At the present time we have under construction or in process of 
contracting, 10,811 Capehi irt units. Where I said under construction, 
actually there are 915 ( ‘apehart houses, and 50 Capehart houses fin- 
ished, at Eglin. 
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You can see the overseas situation, under appropriated funds, sur- 
plus commodity, and rental guaranty, which shows that we have under 
construction, which I assume includes the completed again, 3,941 rental 
guaranty, 1,481 under surplus commodity, and 90 houses under con- 
struction and 2,646 completed from appropriated funds. 

We have planned through fiscal 1958, 910 houses from appropriated 
funds, 8,804 by way of surplus commodity program, most of those 
houses are in Bermuda, Okinawa, and at Clark Field in the Philip- 
pines; and 200 houses under rental guaranty. 

It looks as if we had perhaps accomplished most of the program that 
will be feasible under rental guaranty. It is clear from these figures 
that overseas we are looking largely to surplus commodity to improve 
our housing situation, and—— 

Senator Case. I think maybe we ought to say to you, Mr. Douglas, 
what we said to the Secretary for Installations this morning. I men- 
tioned individually, and the chairman voiced similar sentiments, that 
we thought you ought not to proceed any further in utilizing the guar- 
anty rental authorization, but should confine yourself to the surplus 
commodity or to appropriated funds or other methods. 

In fact, I think we suggested that if there were any further move 
to use the guaranty rental authorization, that we would expect to be 
notified— 

Secretary Doveias. Right. 

Senator Casr (continuing). Of any project before you went any 
distance with it. 

Secretary Dovue.as. That rather fits with my own observation, that 
our planning does not indicate any real substantial use of any guaranty 
from here on. I would not want to say that there would be no justi- 
fiable occasion to use it, but we will be glad to discuss it if we find 
there is a case where we think rental guaranty is appropriate. 

Senator Case. It may have served a useful purpose at the outset, 
where we had a reasonably good assurance of rental clients so that it 
would not be merely a disguise for building some housing that we did 
not have too much use for. 

But as that initial need was met, certainly the clients grow thinner 
and thinner as you go to the outlying stations. 

Secretary DouGias. We have not very many houses, really. 

Senator Case. No. 

Secretary Doveias. And I would say that at two locations, both at 
Chaumont and Evreux in France, and there is some other rental hous- 
ing in France, the rental housing is meeting a very important require- 
ment, and we are very fortunate we have it. 

Senator Casr. Where we have the personnel to insure meeting of the 
guaranty, something can be said for it. 

This committee visited one of those points when the projects was 
first started, when it was laid out. But there are better methods to 
solve the housing problem from now on. ; 

Secretary Doueias. Mr. Chairman, I might just add that it is clear 
from the figures I have given that the real reliance of the Air Force for 
depending housing is now placed on title VIII, and we have a very 
large program, and the important thing is that, although it was slow 
in getting underway, which is inevitable, I think—it is a complicated 
program, perhaps we can get it somewhat simplified. I am not sure 
that we can—but we have gotten over a very large number of obstacles, 
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and about a thousand houses are completed, and nearly 10,000 houses 
under contract or in process of having contracts let. We are making 
real progress. 

Now, I think I have touched on the features that I wanted to refer to. 

Senator Stennis. What about your missile program? Do you have 
something in your statement about what your plans are on that / 

Secretary Doucias. Well, there isn’t very much in my statement 
about the requirements for base installations. 

Senator Srennis. You are not asking 

Secretary Doucias. Yes; we are asking for substantial funds, but I 
think that part of that information is more appropriate to executive 
session. 

Ican say that I believe of the total program, nearly 20 percent of it 
is accounted for, in one way or another, in preparing sites for missiles. 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Bryant this morning listed $65 million-plus 
for the construction of technical, operational, “personnel, and training 
facilities in support of new weapons systems, including ballistic mis- 
siles. 

Secretary Dovgias. What is that figure that we might state? 

General Renz. That. is just strategic missiles that the chairman 
mentioned, the $65 million. Of course, strategic missiles does not 
take into consideration defense missiles. 

Senator Stennis. Tactical missiles. 

ty Dovatas. I think we will get into that in some detail, 
explaining operational needs and the other items. 

De ator Case. I am interested in one statement, Mr. Secretary, 
where you say the Air Force is also planning to use the Navy- developed 
Sidewinder air-to-air missiles on certain day fighters. Would you 
elaborate on that a little ? 

Secretary Dovucias. The Sidewinder is relatively cheap, and very 
successful in its performance to date as an air-to-air missile. 

The only question I have is, I am just not sure whether or not the 
armament of the advanced fighters i is classified at the present time or 
not. I would be glad to answer it otherwise, as to exactly what air- 
craft it goeson. It does 

Senator Case. I was interested more in the angle of the Air Force 
utilizing something that has been developed by the Navy. We have 
heard a ‘good deal about unification, the rivalry between different serv- 
ices, and the rivalry between the Army and the Air Force for certain 
types of missile programs, and I was surprised at the fact that you 
are proposing to use a Navy-developed missile. 

Secretary Dove.as. I hope we haven’t very serious inhibitions 
against utilizing developments of the other two services. We try to 
do it when it seems to fit our requirements, and in this instance this 
is, we think, an economic and effective missile, and we are programing 
ause for it in connection with our day fighters. 

Senator Stennis. Which one is that? 

Secretary Douauas. This is the Sidewinder. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Senator Casr. Developed by the Navy. 

And the Air Force, you say, has no inhibitions which prevent it from 
working into its w eapons Sy stems something 

Secretary Doveras. I just said I hoped we had few inhibitions, Sen- 
ator. 
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Senator Casr. Let the statement show what you want it to show. 

Secretary Dovatas. Yes. 

Well, I think it is proper to say that it is inevitable, when your own 
research and development groups are working on missiles systems 
which they hope will meet all requirements, there is a natural desire 
to develop systems that have been researched in the particular service, 

I think that we keep very well informed with respect to other service 
developments, particularly with respect to rockets and air-to-air mis: 
siles, and try to be completely objective in seeing whether they might 
better be utilized than a development of our own. 

Senator Case. Well, that is fine. I think when the various major- 
league fans are nominating people to play in the all-star game, it is 
only natural that they propose the stars on the hometown team. But 
when we actually get to the all-star game, we like to feel we can use 
the best there is. 

Secretary Dovetas. The best there is. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case, do you have anything further now? 

Mr. Secretary, we want you to have full opportunity to go into any 
matter you wish to now, anything you want to emphasize. 

Secretary Doveras. Well, we have prepared such a detailed series 
of statements, and the committee will be going into line items with 
regard to the whole program, I just question whether it is desirable to 
take more time for me to go into further statements. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Here is something perhaps I am supposed to already know, but in 
this question about. troop carriers and all, does that come into this 
program in any way at this time? Is not the Air Force augmenting 
its carrier capacity for carrying troops? 

Secretary Dovcias. We will have— 

Senator Srennis. You do not have any special installations here 
now on account of added airlift capacity for other services ? 

Secretary Dovenas. We have airbases that are devoted wholly to 
both logistic airlift and also to troop carriers. I was hesitating on 
numbers. 

Our original program was 7 medium troop carriers, 4 heavy troop 
carriers, and 4 troop-carrier assaults, so-called. The troop-carrier 
assault is equipped with the C—123, which is a rather advanced aircraft 
for the purpose. It is capable of operation on rather rougher fields 
and shorter takeoff, and is particularly designed, produced, for troop- 

carrier work. That accounts for 15 troop-carrier wings, all told. 

Actually, I think we kept 1 more troop-carrier wing in the force 
structure; so that there are 16 today, if the 4 assault wings are included. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Anything else, Senator ? 

Senator Casr. Yes. I wanted to ask a few questions on matters 
you touched on at page 4 of your statement. 

You noted that last year you announced an intention to de velop a 
replacement site in the ¢ treater Portland area, and also an Air Force 
facility at the national reactor test station in Idaho. 

I note with respect to the Idaho item, your statement says: 

Construction planned for the classified activities at the latter location has 
heen deferred pending further development information on the opert ational 
requirement. 
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Do you have an authorization for that at the present time, or did 
you simply announce the intent last year ¢ 

Secretary Dovucias. There was authorization last year for the fur- 
ther development of the airbase at Arco, and this is being deferred. 

Senator Case. Did you ask for funds for it last year? 

Secretary Doucias. No; we did not. ’ 

Senator Casr. Can the committee have an understanding with you 
that you will not pick up or resume the proposed construction there 
until it has been rejustified to the committee in the light of whatever 
modifications the operational requirement may indicate? 

Secretary Dovucias. Surely. Actually, there is no thought of in- 
cluding it in the financial program this year. 

General Renvz. No, sir; nothing in this year. 

Senator Case. If the need, as you saw it at that time, had changed, 
and you wanted to proceed with it, it seems to me it should be rejusti- 
fied to the committee in the light of the change in the operational 
requirement. 

Secretary DovuGias. I see no objection to that. 

That program has undergone considerable revision, and I would 
expect that we would be back with a proposal to go ahead at a later 
date, but that date has been deferred. 

Senator Case. Then, with respect to the other item, your replace- 
ment site in the Greater Portland area. I note the general tenor of 
your paragraph on that is: 

Negotiations have been reopened with the city officials of Portland, Oreg., and 
it is now believed that an acceptable agreement can be made which will continue 
Air Force operations at Portland International Airport. . 

And then you say: 

As a result, actions toward establishment of the new base in the Greater 
Portland area have been terminated. 

Is the committee to understand from that, that the authorization 
could be rescinded ? 

Secretary Doveias. As far as Air Force planning is concerned to- 
day, there will be no objection to rescinding it. I think there is some 
advantage in following the custom that we generally follow, of not 
rescinding these particular authorizations, because you get into the 
question, if you rescind one, then there are a great many that it would 
also be appropriate to rescind. 

Senator Casr. Of course, we have been following the practice in 
the last couple of years of deauthorizing those authorizations which 
get to be—what is it /—5 years old. 

Secretary Doveras. I think—doesn’t that happen automatically 
now! If we have an authorization that was made 5 years earlier, that 
authorization ceases to be a valid authorization. 

Senator Case. Yes. In the bill which was suggested by the Secre- 
tary for Installations this morning—— 

Secretary Dovaias. There are a good many advantages to that. 

Senator Casr. By Mr. Bryant, it was proposed that we continue 
that policy of terminating them when they are 5 years old. But what 
I have in mind here is that, since you make the positive statement at 
this time that the actions toward establishment of the new base in 
the Greater Portland area have been terminated, I think there again 
the committee should have the assurance of the Secretary of the Air 
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Force that you would not pick up that authorization and go ahead 
on it any time without conferring again with the committee. 

Secretary Dovetas. I have no objection to that. 

Senator Case. That is, as of today you are saying you are ter minat- 
ing it, and we regard it as inactive, and not to be activated without—— 

Secretary Doueias. We do not propose to act on it. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Were you through, Senator ? 

Senator Casz. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. Shall we proceed now with the next witness? 
Mr. Clerk, who is your next witness? 

Mr. BeLiev. General W ashbourne, was due to be here today, but 
he became ill and had to go to the hospital. General Rentz proposes 
to submit General Washbourne’s statement for the record, and then 
make a few remarks. 

Senator Stennis. Mr. Secretary, you remain with us, if you can, 

Secretary Dovetas. I would be happy to do so, sir. 

Senator Stennis. General Rentz, you may proceed. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, with your permisison, I would like to file General 
Washbourne’s statement with the clerk. 

Senator Srennis. Do you wish to make some remarks on it? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; I would like to make a few remarks high- 
lighting the statement. 

Senator Stennis. I wish you would. 

(General Washbourne’s prepared statement is as follows:) 


STATEMENT OF Mays. GEN. Lee B. WASHBOURNE, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF Starr, 
INSTALLATIONS 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my statement will outline Air 
Force requirements for new construction authorizations in ‘fiscal year 1958. 
Recognizing that the committee will require additional background information 
on those requirements, this statement will, if the committee desires, be followed 
by special briefings on two subjects. 

(1) First, the Director of Facilities Support will outline the family housing 
in this program and show current progress in actually building houses. 

(2) Next, the Director of Operations will outline the basic functions of the 
major Air Force commands, indicate the major adjustments in the forces and 
units which have been made subsequent to your consideration of the Air Force 
construction program a year ago, and show you what bases are needed to support 
the forces. 

The Air Force requests permission to present security classified material in 
closed session and, at appropriate places, to omit such information from the 
published record. 

The military-construction program of the Air Force being presented to the 
committee today requests authorization for new construction of approximately 
$800 million to provide additional facilities in phase with the scheduled equipping 
and operation of the forces. In addition, the bill before you proposes $115 
nillion increase in authorizations granted in prior years’ public laws to cover 
increased costs for certain projects, 


CONSTRUCTION OBJECTIVES 


The objective of the Air Force military-construction program is to provide 
facilities necessary fer effective, sustained operations by the forces and other 
essential USAF activities, such. as research and development and early-warning 
systems. Construction requirements under this objective can be classified under 
the following seven major headings, listed not necessarily in order of priority. 
First are the facilities for operation of the Strategic Air Command. Second 
are the features for air defense. Third, a program of currently increasing 
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importance, are facilities for pilotless aircraft and missile systems. Fourth, 
research and development. Fifth, the overseas strike bases, from which the 
speed and power of United States-based aircraft are projected. Sixth, things 
for people; that is, housing, medical, and recreational facilities for Air Force 
personnel. And, seventh, bases for the Reserve forces, both flying and nonflying. 
seThe Air Force recognizes the impracticability of attempting to provide all 
required or desirable facilities in a single year, considering limitations on con- 
struction capability and funding. Im light of these accepted limitations, it takes 
¥ first-things-first approach to the total job, Air Force construction-program 
guidelines are developed to insure (1) that the initial atomic counterblows can 
be supported—this requires the provision of bases and alert facilities for dis- 
persal of the strategic bomb units and northern tanker bases to extend the range 
und increase the effectiveness of our bombers by forward aerial refueling; 
(2) that air-defense capabilities are utilized—this requires improvement and 
extension of the warning systems and improvements of communications and 
control capability, as well as the provision of facilities for the employment of 
improved models of interceptor aircraft and weapons; (3) that the home bases 
of the forces are ready by the target date; (4) that there existed substantial 
family housing and other facilities contributing to the welfare of personnel; 
and (5) that essential support facilities are provided. 

In addition to emphasizing these priority objectives for current capabilities, 
the Air Force is continuing actions to provide for long-pull concepts and future 
requirements by (1) maintaining reasonable momentum in research and develop- 
ment, and (2) continuing the replacement of substandard facilities left over 
from World War II which are expensive to maintain. 


FORCE STRUCTURE 


The details of the recent force adjustments and the resulting base requirements 
will be presented later in closed session. 


BASE PLANNING 


Air Force planning for the past several years has been focused upon attaining 
by the end of fiscal year 1957 the base structure needed to properly house, train, 
and fight the forces. This planning provided that the base structure would be 
sufficiently flexible to permit gradual adjustment of the force as dictated by 
changing operational concepts, development and employment of new weapon sys- 
tems, and other technical advances. Under this assumption, maximum utiliza- 
tion of existing and of recently constructed facilities is possible in adapting the 
present Air Force base structure to the new and changing requirements of the 
future. 

Present Air Force airbase planning utilizes a multimission concept, which en- 
visions the economical interchange of fighter, bomber, and transport units, and 
reduces the rate of obsolescence experienced on many airbases constructed be- 
fore and during World War Il. Wherever economically feasible, multimission 
planning provides for base-expansion capability without the necessity for reloca- 
tion or reconstruction of existing facilities. 


STATUS OF BASE REQUIREMENTS 


Air Force military construction programs through fiscal year 1957 will permit, 
on a selective basis, substantial completion of the bases required for the planned 
fofce ; however, this major construction effort must be continued to attain full 
capability for launching defensive and offensive operations and to make the ad- 
justments needed for phased implementation of new weapon systems. The fiscal 
year 1958 and subsequent construction programs will be, primarily, in support 
of the strategic strike capability, missiles, new weapons, new concepts, expan- 
sion of the early-warning systems, and priority facilities for accelerated research 
and development. Concurrently, the programs will provide additional facilities 
to improve the effectiveness of the force. 

The fiscal year 1958 program being presented today includes the minimum 
facilities required to provide an operational capability to the forces planned at 
end fiscal year 1960. In the recent adjustment of the forces, utilization of ex- 
isting bases has been made to the extent that no new major installations in the 
continental United States will be initiated in this program, except for those cases 
where final siting of missile units may require new locations. Current status 
of siting action for the missile units will be provided to the committee during 
detailed discussions on that portion of the program. 








108 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


BASES FOR MISSILES 


New weapons and missiles will be accommodated by means of base conyer. 
sions and dispersal, rather than by crowding additional activities onto existing 
bases. The start on Air Force missiles-facility construction was made in 1954, 
with about 1 percent of the annual program. The trend was stepped up in the 
fiscal year 1956 program to 8 percent. In the fiscal year 1957 program, it was 
11 percent; and, for fiscal year 1958, about 20 percent. In the next few years, 
a fairly clear pattern will emerge as to the rate at which proven missiles ean be 
accepted into the Air Force as substitutes for manned aircraft. Concurrently, 
the nature of missile-base facilities and the extent to which the present. base 
structure can be adapted to use for missile operations will be established. -Phis 
means that, for the next few years, a major consideration in Air Force construc- 
tion planning is the proper distribution of its construction capabilities between 
base facilities for the manned forces and those for the missile programs. This 
consideration, which is essential to insure maximum continuing capability of 
manned forces during the period of transition to missile systems, is the platform 
for the base-utilization program around which the fiscal year 1958 military-con- 
struction program is assembled. 

Outside the continental United States, new installations are limited to sites for 
an eastward extension of the DEW line, a classified research facility, forward 
aircraft refueling bases, and a tactical missile site. Details of these requirements, 
likewise, in view of their classified nature, will be given off the record in executive 
session. 

NUMBER OF BASES 


At the end of fiscal year 1956, the Air Force had 285 active principal installa- 
tions and approximately 2,500 ancillary installations to operate and support its 
forces. By comparison, the Air Force will have, at the end of fiscal year 1960, 
362 active principal installations, an increase of 77; and approximately 3,200 
ancillary installations, an increase of 700. Of the principal installations, 198 
will be inside the United States and 164 will be in overseas locations. The addi- 
tional base activations will result generally from completion of construction pro- 
vided in prior years’ programs and projects included in the program presented 
today. This bill lists construction at 192 principal bases, 129 of which are inside 
United States and 68 are overseas. In addition, it ineludes construetion of 
operational sites for strategic, defense, and tactical missiles, offbase navigation 
aids, aircraft control and warning system sites, and facilities at classified loca- 
tions, details of which will be provided during discussion of the bill. 


PROGRAM SUMMARY 


The Air Force fiscal year 1958 authorization request is summarized on the first 
chart: 


CuHart 1.—Summary of Air Force, fiscal year 1958 military construction 
authorization 


Thousands 

Inside the United States $509, 286 
Outside the United States____- a a a a 228, 628 
Ce OS FRC. BE akc ded ke becee ck dcnnwdsenccduanns 65, 000 
Toket .new authorisation. 5 iii ei Ca es i ee nel id 802, 914 
Increase in prior years’ authorizations (Secs. 303, 304, 305) _... 114,962 
Total increase in Air Force authorization 917, 876 


New construction authorizations total $802,914,000, of which 68 percent or $509,- 
286,000 are for projects inside the United States. Projects for locations out- 
side the United States amount to 29 percent of the total or $228,628,000. Sec- 
tion 302 of the bill provides $65 million of authorization for classified facilities. 
Sections 303, 304, and 305 of the bill amend 3 prior years’ authorization acts to In- 
crease authorizations granted therein for certain projects by a total of $1 14,962,000 
to cover authorization deficiencies resulting from increased costs. These sections 
will be discussed at greater length later in the presentation. The total increase 
in Air Force authorization proposed for fiscal year 1958 is $917,876,000. 
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COMMAND DISTRIBUTION 


The next chart indicates distribution of the program by Air Force major com- 
mands. 


CuHartT No. 2.—Command distribution of Air Force, fiscal year 1958 military 
construction authorizations 


7 


Authorization | Percent 








amount | of total 
Inside the United States: Thousands | 
Strategic Air Command. $168, 574 | 21.0 
Air Defense Command aie nepinneiakineiiaia cian 118, 949 | 14.8 
Air Training Command miata ncn se 60, 329 7.5 
Air Materiel Command - wonketout i des : 3 : 51, 897 6.5 
Tactical Air Command.-. alin Debits Rit de hh bes aan gee pew akead 27, 743 3.4 
Air Research and Development Command_.------- a a “ 23, 902 | 3.0 
Aircraft control and warning system_. . : aie ce 22, 148 2.8 
United States Air Force Academy- ; ; 4 } 21, 341 | 2.7 
Air Proving Ground Command ‘ Sa 6, 784 | 8 
Military Air Transport Service--_---- ‘ Se ic A 5, SRO | a 
Continental Air Command é ; : a 1, 210 | 2 
Air University. _._-- ; ; fat! 300 | 1 
Special facilities... .....- : : ‘ : 229 | am 
Inside United States, total 509, 286 | 63. 4 
Outside the United States: 
Aircraft control and warning system ‘ ; : 70, 000 8.7 
Strategic Air Command ins ‘ ~ 63, 408 7.9 
United States Air Force, Europe re ' 34, 960 4.4 
Far East Air Forces - 7 19, 666 2.4 
Alaskan Air Command__-_-._..-..------ : j 18, 652 2.3 
Military Air Transport Service - --- 4 aan 15, 006 1.9 
Research, development, and test facilities : of 4, 000 .5 
Caribbean Air Command. - : 1, 400 2 
Air Materiel Command dad cceten Wiad Sec 26 1, 366 a 
Special facilities. .......... nceemdienre aoulaea ye Sathdeicereiteten 170 1 
Outside United States, total____- ; ; een 228, 628 | 28.5 
Section 302: Classified facilities ities ; ; ; 65, 000 8.1 
Worldwide total. etd / ee ae 7 802, 914 100. 0 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

The largest portion of the program inside the United States, $168,574,000, or 
21 percent of the total program, is for Strategic Air Command bases. The SAC 
total does not, however, include all facilities for the SAC bomber forces as pointed 
out earlier by Mr. Douglas. The programs of other major commands include an 
additional $57 million for SAC bomber units located on bases of those commands. 
In addition to facilities for SAC units, the SAC program includes approximately 
$25 million worth of facilities for operation of air defense fighter interceptor 
units stationed on SAC bases. Almost half of the SAC program is for airfield 
pavements, including widening and extending runways for safe sustained opera- 
tion of B-52 aircraft and additional parking apron for the B—52’s and their sup- 
porting tanker aircraft. 

The second largest segment of the program inside United States, $118,949,000, 
or 14.8 percent of the total program, is for bases of the Air Defense Command. 
Approximately one-half of the ADC program is directly related to the provision 
of facilities for utilization of air defense missiles. These include both unmanned 
ground-to-air missiles and airborne nuclear warhead rockets which will augment 
and greatly increase the intercept capability of present defense weapon systems. 
Almost $15 million of the ADC program provides facilities for SAC bomber forces 
located on bases of the Air Defense Command. The program also includes 594 
family housing units at three locations where other methods of providing housing 
cannot satisfy the requirement. Other items provide an increased capability to 
the manned fighter interceptor forces and essential housing and community 
facilities. 

The Air Training Command program of $60,329,000 represents 7.5 percent of 
the total program. Over $10 million of this program provides facilities for SAC 
heavy bomber units located on bases of the Air Training Command. An addi- 
tional $8.5 million provides facilities for deployment to ATC bases of air defense 
fighter interceptor units for area defense of SAC bomber forces. Over $16 mil- 
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lion of the program is devoted to expansion of runways to provide capability for 
safe and effective training of student pilots in advanced types of jet aircraft, 

The Air Materiel ' Command program of $51,897,000, or 6.5 percent of the total, 
similarly contains a large increment of facilities, $23.5 million, for SAC bomber 
units stationed on AMC bases. Additional amounts provide new facilities and 
modernization of existing facilities for depot maintenance and support of new 
types of aircraft and equipment. 

The Tactical Air Command receives $27,743,000, or 3.4 percent of the total 
program. Approximately one-half of the program provides facilities for dis- 
persal of one of the SAC B-52 squadrons and for support of air defense inter- 
ceptor operations. 

The Air Research and Development Command program of $23,902,000, or 3 
percent of the total program, provides principally facilities for continuing the 
development of missiles system, armaments, and aircraft. 

The program for the aircraft control and warning system amounts to $22, 
148,000, or 2.8 percent of the total. This program consists for the most part of 
the provision of family housing at isolated locations and additions to operations 
buildings and utilities systems for the installation and operation of improved 
warning equipment. 

The $21,341,000 for the United States Air Force Academy, which was discussed 
earlier by the Secretary, represents 2.7 percent of the total program. 

The other commands inside the United States have smaller programs per- 
centagewise, as indicated on the chart, amounting to less than 2 percent of the 
total. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


The largest portion of the program outside the United States provides $70 
million for an eastward extension of the initial increment of the distant early 
warning (DEW) line which has reached substantial completion. 

The overseas program continues emphasis on strategic operations with $63,- 
408,000, or 7.9 percent of the total program, for overseas bases of the Strategic 
Air Command. The major portion of the SAC program provides facilities at 
northern bases for forward refueling of SAC bombers by tanker aircraft. The 
program also includes facilities for support of SAC operations at bases in Guam, 
Puerto Rico, north Africa, and the United Kingdom. 

The program for the United States Air Forces in Europe of $34,960,000, or 4.4 
percent of the total program, includes construction at bases in Spain, France, 
Germany, the United Kingdom, and the Mideast area. The authorizations in- 
cluded for the Spanish bases will provide substantially all facilities needed for 
present missions. 

The Far East Air Forces program of $19,666,000, representing 2.4 percent of 
the total, provides facilities in Japan, Philippine Islands, Hawaii, and other 
,acific locations. Major items include guided missile facilities, runway exten- 
sions for fighter interceptor aircraft operations, and facilities for classified ae- 
tivities. 

The program for the Alaskan Air Command amounts to $18,652,000, or 2.3 per- 
cent of the total program. This program consists primarily of modification of 
radar facilities for installation of new equipment, guided missile facilities, and 
facilities required for operation of Century series fighter interceptor aircraft. 

The Military Air Transport Service program of $15,006,000, or 1.9 percent of 
the total, provides facilities at 3 bases in the Atlantic area to support air trans- 
port and Strategic Air Command operations, 

The balance of the program outside the United States includes rehabilitation of 
the runway at Howard Air Force Base, in the Caribbean Air Command; facil- 
ities at Air Materiel Command depots in the United Kingdom, France, and north 
Africa; and classified facilities. 

SECTION 302 


Details of the $65 million program for classified facilities provided by section 
302 of the bill will be explained in closed session. 
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CATEGORIES OF CONSTRUCTION 
The next chart shows the major construction categories of the proposed au- 
thorizations in the fiscal year 1958 program. 


Cuart No. 3.—Category distribution of Air Force, fiscal year 1958 military 
construction authorizations 


Percent 


Total | of 

total 
EE Sancta an ee eee ooee a Seas 

ousands | 

NN AE NING « scitss s cic dcncn none ccnsdnencednadncdaennwane adler 458,331 | 57.1 
Housing and community ----..-..--.------------ cumdeegent reunctaaibilocnaied 141, 226 17.6 
Supply-.------------------------------ ~-------------- wan 2-22-22 2-22 -- 2-2-2 ------ 62, 896 7.8 
Maintenance La cidinndnswe asso seeawesen Jae aae ie ake ea ek a eadgeek eae 47, 067 | 5.9 
tn nintigenp nent onnboserenesese iit i dn iC ee la adel iti elie aaa 41, 733 §.2 
Research, development, and test_---.---- ER MR en ee 22, 259 | 2.8 
EE END TINO ecncnnreie cn nreenne cnn nnnnonnscewactcntinnnssntinvenn aiandesiananinia 10, 049 1.2 
Real estate - - . ae . pbataenaieee 9, 728 1.2 
Administrative.....-..-.--.---.---------------------<- ream aned pei elesiciinniaenbancea 5, 881 | 7 
Real estate improvements_-_....-.......-- seinearecss ands ertuaseuen tin aaiiotaes manatia cedaeneee eee ae 3, 744 5 
anes lthianainiennntedh inn banhidbnagehnerraianiandaae ane 802,914 | 100.0 





The emphasis placed by the Air Force upon attainment of operational capabil- 
ity and provision of adequate facilities for its personnel is illustrated by the 
type of facilities included in the program, with two categories, operational and 
training and housing and community, accounting for 75 percent of the total. 

The largest category, as in preceding years, is for operational and training 
facilities, representing 57.1 percent of the total. One-third of this category 
is for airfield pavements, principally for expansion of runways and parking 
aprons for the B-52 bombers and KC—135 tankers phasing into the SAC bomber 
units and for jet training aircraft. The balance of the category consists pri- 
marily of facilities for strategic, defense and tactical missile systems, bases for 
tanker refueling operation, and the aircraft control and warning system. 

Housing and community facilities make up the second largest category, with 
17.6 percent of the total program. Included in this category are troop and family 
housing, religious and recreational facilities, and community support facilities. 
In the Air Force, these personnel facilities are given equal stature with opera- 
tional requirements as an essential factor in the retention of the skilled and 
technically trained people vital to the effective operation and high state of read- 
iness of the Air Force combat units. The family housing portion amounts to 
approximately $26 million. Troop housing, the dormitories, bachelor officer quar- 
ters, and dining halls, in this category totals almost $60 million. The religious 
and recreational facilities portion of the category amounts to approximately 
$47 million. 

Eighty-six percent of the supply category, which totals $62,896,000 consists of 
storage facilities for weapons, including missiles. The balance is devoted pri- 
marily to aircraft fuel storage. 

Approximately $40 million of the maintenance category are devoted to aircraft 
maintenance facilities, principally for SAC units at bases in the United States. 

The medical facilities category, repersenting 1.2 percent of the total program, 
includes the construction of 4 hospitals, 3 dental clinics, and 1 dispensary. 

The real estate improvement category includes items for erosion control, 
removal of hazards, and relocations and removal of facilities. 

Family housing.—The requirement for family housing remains the most im- 
portant segment of personnel facilities. Since fiscal year 1955, which was the 
first recent program of any size, there have been approximately 18,400 houses 
authorized by the Congress to be constructed with appropriated funds. Of this 
amount, 1,200 have been constructed, 5,600 are either under construction or in 
the current program, and approximately 11,600 are being reprogramed for pri- 
vate capital under the amended title VII of the National Housing Act, under 
which it is now hoped to provide the bulk of the Air Force family housing. ‘There 
are about 54,000 units in the active title VIII program, of which 10,811 are under 
construction or ready for contract at 15 locations. 

At overseas locations, family housing is planned to be provided primarily by 
the surplus commodity program. Other means for providing housing overseas, 
such as the rental guaranty method, are utilized when the surplus commodity 
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program is not possible. To meet the requirements in selected locations, where 
other programs do not work, there are 1,507 units included in this authorization 
bill to cost $26,302,000 of appropriated funds at the following locations: 


CuartT No. 4.—Family housing in Air Force, fiscal year 1958 military construction 
authorization 











Base | Number of Cost 
units 
Glasgow AFB, Mont............-.-----.--- bodied a sutis pWeanicbscavsewousne 67 $1, 184, 000 
Kinross AFB, Mich.....--- Riles: nltatertiattn Edi ata qacieiemie rae iad 39 689, 000 
Ne eon ibsbatametigmetaiihanacionapindautinedaess 488 8, 594, 000 
Dobbins AFB, Ga....-....--- r é 5 108, 000 
Wendover AFB, Utah 68 | 1, 217, 000 
Aircraft eontrol and warning sites (54 locations) - -................--.---.-.- S 840 14, 510, 000 
Ali carcebtnaccdncquschansdeacubotctséuscosevaesenstes sedeéhecouns 1, 507 | 26, 302, 000 





The 840 units at the remote radar stations in the air defense system constitute 
the third increment in providing a minimum of 27 units at each individual site. 
The fiscal year 1957 authorization act included the second increment of 1,218 
units, of which 800 have been funded and are in the stages of design and con- 
struction. The distribution of the 840 units is tentatively apportioned to 54 sites, 
but detailed engineering surveys have not been made at all of these locations. 
For this reason, flexibility is required, and bulk authorization is requested for 
840 units at various locations as was authorized for 1,213 units last year. 

Housing progress to date, within the continental limits of the United States, 
has been less than satisfactory to the Air Force. The administrative require- 
ments of the title VIII program, the alleged tight-money market, and the block- 
priority system, permit the Air Force to have only a limited number of units ad- 
vertised. at any one time. 

Progress in overseas areas is even less satisfactory. The direct title I surplus 
commodity housing program method has worked only in isolated cases, such as in 
the United Kingdom. The Air Force believes that the alternate method—the g0- 
ealled barter transaction—has great potential, but has not yet been allowed by 
the Commodity Credit Corporation and the Department of Agriculture to use the 
barter method. We are becoming gravely concerned at the excessive time we 
have been awaiting an agreement. The Air Force finds itself in the undesirable 
position of neither programing our housing under the more clear-cut method of 
congressional authorization and appropriation, nor being able to count on con- 
currence of other Government agencies for getting on with our principal programs 
for overseas housing. 

Appropriated funds for housing in overseas areas are used only where other 
means are not feasible. Air Force experience with construction estimates in 
Alaska and bids received on Goose Airbase, Labrador, prove that the existing 
statutory dollar limits are inadequate. Until the dollar limits are raised for fam- 
ily housing in Alaska and Canada, authorized projects in these areas cannot be 
constructed. 

REAL ESTATE 


The Air Force seeks authorization in this fiscal year 1958 military construc- 
tion program to acquire various interests in 28,041 acres of land inside United 
States at a cost of $9,722,000, and 3 acres in Puerto Rico at a cost of $6,000. 
These land interests are required primarily to extend runways for heavy bombers 
at existing installations; to develop facilities for the guided-missile programs; 
to establish clearances for flight safety in runway approach zones; to provide 
safety clearances for weapons storage facilities; and to expand operational and 
support facilities. The chart summarizes the land items in the program. 
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Cuart No. 5.—Land interests in Air Force, fiscal year 1958 military construction 
authorization 











| Cost 
Interest | Acres -———— a 
| 
} Amount Per acre 
| 
Pee si Oh ee 
Inside United States: : | i 
Fee purchase - -. ag sm dln itn Al his danke onan 8, 666 | $4, 830,000 | $550 
Restrictive easement. _- acon anton ; 7,190 | 3, 188, 000 | 440 
Clearance easement a 11, 767 1, 596, 000 135 
Right-of-way easement......------- ae ae tot aeiae stale 418 108, 000 | 260 
osnsitmaninsbaiigiemduniaadiel as 
Inside United States subtotal. __ a daha ; nek tons 2 28, 041 9; 722, 000 Pet At ae 
Outside United States: Fee purchase- -_--__-_-_-- ee Pree --| 3 | 6, 000 i dtl ou 
einen ieee Oe see i _------| 28,044 | 9,728,000 |._......4. 


There are no withdrawals from the public domain. 


DISPOSAL OF REAL PROPERTY 


Although the acquisition of real estate is an essential part of carrying out the 
military construction program, the Air Force fully appreciates the problems of 
local communities and the national welfare in meeting the impact of miiltary 
land acquisition. It is the Air Force policy to acquire only that land needed for 
present and immediately foreseeable operations and to relinquish lands for which 
continued requirements are not foreseen. During calendar year 1956, the Air 
Force issued directives to dispose of 169,077 acres of land and 163,042 square feet 
of space in buildings in the United States. A summation of disposals by type 
follows: (1) Land returned to public domain, 93,710 acres. (2) Government- 
owned land, with improvements, 8,490 acres. This land will be returned to the 
tax rolls, resulting in increased revenue for the communities concerned. Further, 
the sale of this property results in certain moneys being deposited in the Treas- 
ury of the United States. (3) Leases canceled, 66,877 acres of land, and 163,042 
square feet of space in buildings. Cancellation of these leases results in reduc- 
tions of $319,731 per annum in lease costs, as well as considerable reductions in 
annual maintenance costs. 


REPLACEMENT OF SUBSTANDARD FACTLITIES 


Accomplishment of the required Air Force replacement program is retarded by 
the number of high priority construction projects required to eliminate defi- 
ciencies, which of necessity take precedence over replacements. For the past 
several years and continuing in our fiscal year-1958 construction program, pri- 
ority within the limited replacement program is accorded to substandard troop 
housing and dining facilities. Replacement of facilities in the fiscal year-1958 
military construction program amount to $39,231,000, or about 5 percent of the 
total program. In quick summary, these replacements include: troop housing 
and messing—$19,110,000; medical facilities, including 2 hospitals, $4,398,000: 
other personnel facilities, $11,033,000; operational and maintenance facilities, 
$2,814,000; and other facilities, $1,876,000. An acceleration of the rate of re- 
placement in subsequent construction programs will reduce current excessive 
base maintenance costs and provide acceptable living and working conditions for 
personnel. 

INCREASES IN PRIOR YEARS’ AUTHORIZATIONS 


In developing detailed engineering plans for the programs authorized by prior 
years’ public laws, it is found that the amounts authorized for certain projects 
are insufficient to permit their accomplishment. A summary of the projects re- 
quiring authorization increases is shown on the chart. 
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Cuarr No. 6—-Jncreases in prior years’ authorizations, fiscal year 1958 military 
construction bill 


Current au- Authorization | Total author- 
thorization increase ization 
amount required required 
Public Law 534, 83d Cong. (sec. 303) -- ; $415, 949, 000 $3, 817, 000 | $419, 766, 000 
Public Law 161, 84th Cong. (sec. 304)... __- . 1, 339, 060, 000 24,129,000 | 1, 363, 189, 000 
Public Law 968, 84th Cong. (sec. 305) -_-. géecee 1, 360, 934, 000 87, 016, 000 1, 447, 950, 000 
EN Nios oo caccccciccecncates = 114, 962, 000 |___- 


The total increase in effective construction authority reflected in the bill is 
$114,962,000. Section 303 of the bill increases 4 authorizations granted in Public 
Law 534, 838d Congress, by $3,817,000, less than 1 percent of the total amount 
originally authorized. Section 304 of the bill would increase by $24,129,000 the 
authorizations granted by Public Law 161, 84th Congress, for 31 installations 
inside the United States, and 1 installation and navigational aids at various 
locations outside the United States. Section 305 of the bill represents an increase 
of $87,016,000 in authorizations granted last year in Public Law 968, 84th Con- 
gress, a 6.4-percent increase in the original authorization amount. Of this 
amount, $68,469,000 covers increases at 40 installations and classified facilities 
at various locations inside the United States, and $18,547,000 applies to north- 
eastern bases outside the United States. 

These authorization increases represent the net deficiency considering both 
project savings and cost overruns on each project in the installation programs 
involved, details of which have been provided to the committee. By type of 
construction item, about 50 percent of the increases result from higher costs for 
airfield pavements, with the balance as follows: Aircraft hangars, shelters, and 
shops, 9 percent; utilities, 8 percent ; troop housing, 7 percent; family housing in 
overseas areas, 5 percent; weapon and ammunition storage, 5 percent; technical 
facilities for research and development, 4 percent; aircraft refueling and fuel 
storage, 3 percent; special communications, 2 percent; and other types, 7 
percent. 

Cost increases in the Air Force military construction program are caused by 
several factors; principal among which are: 

(1) First the constantly increasing construction cost index. The National 
Construction Cost Index indicates that a unit of construction that could be 
obtained for $1 in 1949 cost $1.25 in 1952, $1.30 in 1954, $1.40 in 1956, and $1.50 
today. The program estimates for the projects selected for this deficiency 
request were developed 2 to 4 years ago, so that the total station authorization 
is deficient where construction projects are not funded and placed under contract 
promptly upon approval of the authorization, or unless some items are deferred 
from the station program to compensate for increased cost of items actually 
constructed. 

(2) A second factor is the revision to, or development of, design criteria 
(with no increase in scope) for certain facilities subsequent to compilation of 
original program estimates. The criteria changes result from changes in types 
of equipment to be installed in the facilities, development of aircraft and 
weapons performance data not available at the time of original program develop- 
ment, and aceeptance of improved designs for more efficient operation of the 
facility. Examples of criteria development and changes affecting construction 
costs include heavy-duty airfield pavement criteria changed from a design 
standard of 100,000 pounds to 240,000 pounds as a result of reevaluation of 
weight and loading characteristics of newer types of heavy aircraft; aircraft 
hydrant refueling system modifications resulting from operational changes in 
aircraft movement and parking patterns, and the need for higher speed refueling 
capability ; and storage facilities for new types of weapons. 

(3) A third major factor in programing inadequate project costs is the 
occasional necessity, because of operational urgency, to crowd projects into 
annual programs without time to perform adequate engineering analysis and 
cost estimating prior to submitting the programs. An example of this is the 
construction at several bases to support the accelerated B—52 program which was 
developed and submitted to the Congress last year while hearings on the military 
construction program were in progress; $31,131,000 of the increase requested 
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relates to those “late starter” B-25 projects in the fiscal year 1957 Air Force 
construction program. Another item in this category is the airfield pavements 
at a base in the Northeast area where later detailed engineering analysis revealed 
the necessity for costly and unforeseen site preparation and fill. 


STATUS OF AUTHORIZATIONS 
The next chart summarizes the status of Air Force military construction 
authorizations: 
CuHart No. 7.—Status of Air Force construction authorization 
Millions 


1. Net authorization available, fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1957_ $9, 962 
2. Less: 


Total funds available for construction________________ _...... —8, 239 
Estimated rescission by sec. 511, Public Law 968, 84th Cong.__-_ —200 
8. Residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1957_.___-_.._--______ 1, 523 


4. Less: 
Estimated rescission by sec. 407, fiscal year 1958 authorization_ 
bm... act Sa Rc syst ar gc el nalts Magloesgeed ome —50 


Reserve for overseas rental guaranty housing__________ jaf —100 
5. Effective residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1957__..-____- : 1,373 
6. Add: 

New authorization proposed for fiscal year 1958_____.--_-__- +803 

Increases in prior years’ authorizations___.........__...___-__ +115 


Effective residual and proposed authorization available through fiscal 
SIONS IND a recs esd be coterie. pisase lense ee ess eels eee eal nn 
8. Less: Proposed funding in fiscal year 1958__ 


2, 201 


eiiphe Sy aca at hei cmon “hg 4OO 


9. Effective residual authorization after fiscal year 1958_ Se 1, 138 


Net authorizations available amount to $9.962 billion; $8.239 billion have 
been made available to finance these construction authorizations. The authori- 
zations available will be further reduced by an estimated $200 million on July 1, 
1957, by virtue of the automatic rescission provision in section 511 of Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress, leaving a residual authorization balance at the end of 
fiscal year 1957 of $1,523 million. Of this balance, it is estimated that an addi- 
tional $50 million of construction authorizations will be rescinded under the 
provisions of section 407 of the fiscal year 1958 authorization bill. An addi- 
tional $100 million of this balance is reserved as a contingency authorization 
for rental guaranty family housing in overseas areas, leaving an effective resi- 
dual authorization at the end of fiscal year 1957 of $1,373 million. Additional 
authorizations proposed in fiscal year 1958, including new projects of $803 mil- 
lion and increases in prior years’ authorizations, will provide effective residual 
and proposed authorizations available in fiscal year 1958 for additional financ- 
ing or future rescission totaling $2,291 million. Anticipating that $1,153 mil- 
lion of these residual and proposed authorizations will be financed in fiscal year 
1958 an effective residual authorization balance of $1,138 million will remain. 

Of this residual balance of $1,138 million, projects totaling approximately 
$700 million are identified as firm requirements but have been deferred to per- 
mit accomplishment of higher priority projects within the total construction 
funds available. Although the Air Force does not plan to request funding of 
the $400 million plus of the residual balance, it is impractical to repeal addi- 
tional authorization amounts at this time. The determination of amounts of 
authorizations available for rescission are based upon the proportion of the 
active program to the original authorization for each public law and each 
base, considering the variations allowed by each law. As more projects are 
awarded and current working estimates become firmer, possibilities for rescis- 
sion increase if significant cost increases do not develop. It is considered that 
the approximately $400 million of currently inactive authorizations are the 
minimum amount required to provide a safe margin for each station program 
within which working estimates can vary without orderly progress. 
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CONSTRUCTION CAPABILITY 


During the past few years, the Air Force has improved the time phasing of 
construction to the extent that in fiscal year 1957 it was able to start con- 
struction contracting within 60 days after the receipt of authorization and 
appropriations. Completion of final design coincident with the approval of 
authorization legislation by the Congress has been permitted by: the avail- 
ability of definitive plans for repetitive items; the standardization and wide- 
spread distribution and acceptance of USAF criteria; the initiation of final 
design at the same time legislative actions are initiated for the military con- 
struction program; and the delegation of approval of design to Headquarters 
USAF field agencies located in construction agency area centers. New appor- 
tionment procedures initiated at the end of the last fiscal year provided new 
fund availability soon after appropriation legislation was enacted. The com- 
bination of these design and funding actions permitted the advertising for bid 
proposals for construction contracts within 30 days after the passage and 
approval of the military construction program legislation and the subsequent 
award of contracts as early as September. The objective of the Air Force is to 
phase the maximum possible contract awards during the October to April period 
each year. Competition is keenest during this period and more construction 
can be obtained for the dollar. Contract awards for this fiscal year are pres- 
ently estimated at $1,260 million. 

While the capability is present to move at least $1,500 million of Air Force 
construction work per year, it is difficult to “ready” a program of over $1,200 
million for contract, due to changing requirements. However, a calculation 
from the national construction cost index quoted previously shows that if $1,200 
million bought $1,200 million of structures and facilities in fiscal year 1954, it 
will buy only $1,000 million of structures and facilities in fiscal year 1958. This 
inflation in the dollar, and deflation in structures and facilities produced per 
dollar is being offset, as best we can, by more discriminating reviews and 
more timely contracting schedules. 


PROGRAM REVISIONS 


The program summaries in the Air Force presentation reflect the Air Force 
construction program contained in title III of the fiscal year 1958 authorization 
bill. Subsequent to development and introduction of the bill, certain minor 
revisions, involving both additions and deletions in the Air Force construc- 
tion program, have been approved by the Office, Secretary of Defense, and the 
Bureau of the Budget for presentation to the committee. These proposed re 
visions, details of which have been furnished the committee, result in a net 
decrease of $4,089,000, and change the total amount of authorization in title III 
of the bill from $802,914,000 to $798,825,000. The Air Force requests permission 
to present the proposed revisions for the committee’s consideration at appro 
priate places during detailed discussions on the bill. 

General Rentz. Following this summarization, we will present 
the complete family housing picture by General Gill. I think that 
will be of immense interest to the committee. Then after that, the 
Director of Operations will put on the operational concept briefing, 
and the force structure, to show exactly how the bases included in 
this bill tie into the year-end requirements. 

Senator Stennis. All right, General. 

We do not want to rush anyone, but we are expecting some votes to 
come up in the Senate about 30 to 40 minutes from now, and we have 
to interrupt then and may have to recess. We do not know. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

I would also like to mention, Mr. Chairman, the bases for missiles. 
New weapons for missiles will be accommodated by base conversion 
whereve rT possible. 

For the next few years, a major consideration in the Air Foree 
planning will be the proper distribution of construction between 
base facilities for the manned forces, and those for the missile pro- 
gram. That was mentioned previously by the chairman. 
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This consideration is a platform for the base utilization program 
around which the 1958 program is based. 

Outside the continental United States, the new installations are 
limited to sites for an eastward extension of the DEW line, a classi- 
fied research facility, forward aircraft refueling bases, and tactical 
missile sites. 

I would like at this time, Mr. Chairman, to show the distribution 
of the funds included in this request. 

The program totals $802,914,000, plus an increase in prior year 
authorization of $114,962,000. 

The breakdown between the Zone of the Interior and outside the 
United States is shown on these first two lines. 

I would like now to go into a command breakdown. 

As you can re: udily | see, Mr. C hairman, the largest portion of the 

rogram inside the United States is for the Str ategic Air Command. 

The SAC total does not, however, include all facilities for the SAC 
forces. The programs of other ms ujor commands include an addi- 
tional $57 million for SAC bomber units located on bases of other 
commands. 

I might say at this time, Mr. Chairman, that we are getting away 
from a pure command base. We will have very few, if any, bases in 
our inventory which will only have one type of unit located thereon. 

On the other hand, the SAC program includes $25 million worth 
of facilities for operations of defense fighter units that will be lo- 
cated on SAC bases. That brings out the multiple use of our bases. 

If there are no questions, we will go on from that chart, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Case. One question there, General Rentz. 

When Secretary Quarles appeared before us some time ago with 
General Twining, I got the Impression that the Air Force was ex- 
pecting to use not merely the $17.1 billion in funds it was asking for 
this year, but also almost a billion dollars of prior fundings. 

Now, these figure that you are presenting, are they related wholly 
to the authorizations in the pending bill, or do they ‘embrace utiliza- 
tion of some prior authorizations, as well ? 

General Renz. Those figures, Senator Case, reflect only the 
authorization requested in this bill of $802 million. 

Secretary Doveras. That is the $500 million in the United States 
of the $800 million new authorization for the year. 

General Renrz. I would like to again emphasize that all facilities 
in this authorization request will be included in the appropriation 
planned. This is the first year that this procedure has been used, 
and in our opinion it is a step forward, and it will eventually get 
our unfunded authorizations down to a workable limit. 

Senator Casr. Has the Appropriation Committee for the Defense 
Department reported in the House yet ? 

General Renrz. No, sir. 

Secretary Doveras. We have not even presented the program to 
the House oe Services Committee. 

Senator Cast. The House Armed Services Appropriations Sub- 
commitee ? 

Secretary Doveras. No, the House Armed Services Committee first 
hears the authorization bill, just as this committee is now hearing it. 
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We have not presented the authorization bill in the House, and we 
have not brought up the appropriations bill. 

Senator Case. I wondered if you had any indication how the Ap- 
propr iations Committee was responding to this appr a 

Secretary Doveias. Well, from their point of view, I do not think 
it presents any problem. It rather simplifies the problems that 
they were presented with last year, because when we secured authori- 
zations beyond what we could ‘include in the financial plan, the result 
was a further screening; and not including any authorizations at 
this time which will not be funded this year creates a simpler prob- 
lem, because it gives us a lower program to meet with available funds. 

Senator Case. Are you going to seek these funds in the regular 
appropriation bill for the Defense Department, or supplemental ap- 
propriation bill ? 

Secretary Dovetas. It is not in the Defense Department appropri- 
ation bill. 

General Rentz. Or supplemental appropriation. 

Senator Casr. Obviously, of course, if you do not get this bill 
passed, do not get these ‘authorizations, the Appropriations Com- 
mittee would be up against a point of order in including them. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Secretary Doveras. They certainly will not hear our financial plan 
and request for funds until the House Armed Services Committee 
has taken action on the program that we now are presenting to you. 

Senator Srennis. Senator, this comes in a separate appropriations 
bill, you remember that. 

Senator Case. That is why I referred to the supplemental appro- 
priation bill, not regular. 

Secretary Doveras. Not supplemental, but military appropriation 
bill for 1958. 

Senator Stennis. It is not in procurement and other items. 

General Renz. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. That has been true for several years. 

Secretary Dovetas. That is right. 

General Rentz. I think the Appropriations Committee, Senator 
Case, will be very much in favor of the procedure which is being 
used this year. 

Senator Case. I would think it would be highly desirable, because 
I know that repeatedly when we have had to deal with fundings of 
authorizations of different years, and then have to consider the ques- 
tion as to whether or not the funds have all been committed and what 
has been obligated, we have been dealing with several classes of 
priorities of different years, and it is very confusing. 

General Ren'rz. That is right. 

Secretary Dovuetas. In the existing situation, it is very desirable. 
I think if we were starting from scratch, I personally would urge a 
larger authorization than the funding. But there is such an overage 
of authorization today it seems to me highly desirable that this pro- 
cedure be followed. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Are you going to request full cash, or will you re- 
quest contract authorization for part of it? 

Secretary Dovcias. We are still operating on the basis of request- 
ing a hundred percent funds to obligate. “You are getting at this 
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new problem which is being raised; and from our point of view we 
expect, and I hope, that the funding will be handled as it has been in 
the past. 

I personally see no advantage, but a great complication, in making 
available an exact dollar amount for the year, and then in effect say- 
ing we will have to fund the contracts for this particular base over a 
period of 3 or 4 years. 

Senator Case. Well, the country is getting very budget conscious, 
and I think there is bound to be some confusion as to what can be 
done if we have too big a gap between the actual appropriation of 
funds and the spending budget. The public does not understand, 
when you talk about a $71.8 billion budget, how the expenditures can 
be $86 billion. 

The nearer we can keep the actual appropriations to the spending 
budget, it seems to me, it makes for a clearer understanding, even if 
we have to go to carrying contract authority in order to let you com- 
plete a project. 

Secretary Dovatas. Senator, we do not have to do that to get that 
result. 

The difficulty is that we are either going uphill or downhill. The 
present system of funding would, if we were on a level program, 
produce substantially the same amount of appropriations and the 
same amount of expenditures. 

I would suggest just one more observation, and that is, if we should 
say to this committee that we can undertake the $800 million pro- 
gram with an expenditure in the first year of not more than $400 
million, because you actually do not get the materials in place within 
12 months after the authorization, unless there was very careful ex- 
planation of the funds necessary to complete and make useful the 
facilities you are programing, it would be very easy to have serious 
misunderstanding as to the commitments that were being made. It 
would be very easy to understate the size of the program, the size of 
the operations. 

It would not particularly for the first year. It would not for the 
third year, if you were operating the same size of program, because 
you would then have a third for the first year, a second third for the 
second year, and a third third for the third year, if it was broken 
down into thirds. 

Senator Srennis. Anyway, here is a flat one-sentence statement 
here from the Department of Defense: It is intended to fund and uti- 
lize all of this new authorization during fiscal year 1958. That ap- 
plies to the Navy, the Army, as well as the Air Force, in policy. 

Secretary Dove.as. Correct. 

Senator Srennis. All right, General, proceed. 

General Renrz. That is within the Zone of Interior, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The next chart shows outside of the Zone of Interior, and a break- 
down of the plan. 

The largest portion of the program outside the United States is 
for $70 million for the eastward extension of the DEW line. If 
necessary, we can cover that in a separate presentation, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. I believe that would be better. It worked bet- 
ter last year. 
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General Rentz. Yes, sir; it did, sir. 

The next chart shows the entire program broken down into 
categories. 

This emphasizes where we are putting the majority of our dollars, 
which is in operational and training; as you can see, it is 57 percent 
of the entire program. The next is housing and community, at 17 
percent. 

Senator Casr. General Rentz, would you know offhand whether or 
not that 2.8 percent of the total for research and development—how 
that compares with the percentage applied to research and develop- 
ment in prior years ? 

Mr. BeLrev. Last year, sir, it was 19.8 percent. 

General Rentz. It is lower than last year, Senator Case. 

Senator Casr. The clerk has handed me a page from our hearings 
of last year, page 70, and it shows the research and development at 
19.8 percent of the total; and this year it is 2.8 percent. 

General Renz. That is correct. 

Senator Casr. Does that indicate a slackening in research and de- 
velopment, or can we judge by this picture alone without taking into 
consideration the application of research and development from other 
authorizations ? 

Secretary Doveras. You cannot judge, I don’t think, just from this 
figure. And I might say that it is not at all unlikely that we will 
come in with a supplemental request before your hearings are over, 
for additional funds in R and D. 

Senator Case. On research and development ? 

Secretary Dovetas. Yes; that is correct. 

Senator Casr. That isa little reassuring. 

Secretary Doveras. This is abnormally small, I would say. There 
are two programs which have been receiving very careful review, and 
they are still under discussion in the Department of Defense and the 
Bureau of the Budget. 

Senator Case. I recognize there is some truth in the observation 
made by Secretary Wilson when he was before us, that you can get 
to a point in research and development where you are simply com- 
peting against yourself in bidding up the supply of talent and in- 
creasing the costs. But it seems to me a 2.8 percent of the new 
authorization program for research and development is small in pro- 
portion to the-—— 

Secretary Dovanas. It is very small. 

Senator Casr. (continuing). To the importance of the project. 

Mr. Ferry. Could I make an observation, Senator Case? Remem- 
ber, this is only the construction portion of the research and de- 
velopment. 

Senator Casr. Yes, I realize that. And I refer to the possibility of 
something from other authorizations. 

General Rentz. I would also like to make another point, Senator 
Case, that last year that high percentage was due almost entirely to 
$163 million in the strategic missile field for R and D. 

Senator Srennis. All right, go ahead with your next point. 

General Rentz. The next item I would like to highlight, Mr. 
Chairman, is the family housing. 

This will be covered in detail by General Gill. We do have a chart 
showing the family housing in the appropriation bill. 
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Senator Stennis. You mean this afternoon ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir, immediately following, sir, if it meets 
with the chairman’s approval. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Rentz. One other point I would like to mention is the re- 
placement of substandard facilities. 

Replacement of facilities in the fiscal year 1958 military con- 
struction program amounts to $39 million, or about 5 percent of the 
total program. 

The majority of these replacements are in the troop housing and 
messing facilities, $19 million. 

The next item I would like to highlight, sir, is the increase in prior 
year authorizations. 

In developing detailed engineering plans for prior programs, it 
was found that the amount authorized for certain projects was in- 
sufficient. A summary of the projects requiring authorization in- 
creases is Shown on this chart. 

These authorization increases represent the net deficiency con- 
sidering both project savings and cost overruns on each project, and 
the installation program involved. 

About 50 percent of the increases result from higher costs or a 
change of criteria in airfield pavement. 

The counsel has been furnished detailed information regarding the 
$114 million deficiency, by station, by line items, to show where the 
increased cost occurs that causes us to ask for this amount of in- 
creased deficiency authorization. 

Senator Srennis. You say counsel has been supplied that; you 
mean the committee clerk, the staff ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, the committee staff. 

Senator Srennis. This is just continuing regular authorized proj- 
ects, as T understand, due to unexpected matters like increased costs, 
and what else did you say, now ? 

General Rentz, Changing criteria, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 

General Rentz. Take, for example, the -B-52 pavements. We put 
them in a prior program at a 100,000-pound weight-bearing. It was 
found that it was necessary to go to 240,000-pound pavements. That 
reflected an increase of approximately 25 percent in all our pave- 
ments programed for the B—52 dispersal program. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you make it sound mighty simple. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, looking at the items and. seeing 
where we have the increased costs, it can be easily seen that the cost 
increase of 5 to 7 percent a year, plus the changing criteria, generates 
this deficiency authorization. 

Senator Srennis. This is something which might be picked up 
now by the full committee or on the floor of the Senate, so I hope your 
list is complete there. You say you have already turned it in. I 
hope it fully explains why there is such a difference in these figures 
from what they were when originally planned; because that illustra- 
tion you gave there about the B-52, how could yow be in error from 
100,000 to 240,000 pounds ? 

General Rentz. Well, at the time we programed, Mr. Chairman, 
we thought the 100,000-pound pavements would take ‘them, and didn’t 
take into consideration the channelized traffic that was caused by the 
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B-52 aircraft. Based on our experience with our first B—52 base, it 
was necessary to go to a higher weight-bearing. 

Another thing to keep in mind, sir, is the fact that these projects 
were estimated and programed 2 2 to 4 years ago. Had we funded 
them the year they were authorized, this deficiency authorization 
would have been reduced. 


Senator Stennis. You mean funded them and gone on and used. 


the money ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. Had we had suflicient money to fund 
them the year they were authorized, we would not have generated 
this high a deficiency authorization. 

Senator Stennis. Maybe it is a good thing you did not do it, Gen- 
eral, so far as those B—52 runways are cone erned. 

General ae, i it is right. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Anything on that before he leaves it, 
Senator Case ? 

Senator Casz. No. 

Senator Stennis. What is your next item ? 

General Rentz. At this time, I would like to introduce General 
Gill, who will give a detailed briefing on the overall Air Force hous- 
ing nee 

Senator Srennis. All right, General Gill, we are glad to have you 
here. You may put your statement in the record. You have a for- 
mal statement here, do you? 


STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. JOSEPH E. GILL, DIRECTOR OF FACILI- 
TIES SUPPORT, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 


General Gitu. Yes, I do, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Suppose you put that in the record, and then 
proc ‘eed with your explanation as you see fit. 

General Git. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee: I can 
either read this statement, or highlight certain points as General 
Rentz has done, whichever you prefer. I have certain charts here 
which outline requirements, assets, and deficiencies, and I can high- 
light the important points in those, if you wish. 

(General Gill’s prepared statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Bric. GEN. JOSEPH FP. Gitt, Director oF FACILITIES SUPPORT, 
ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, INSTALLATIONS HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES AIR 
l“ORCE 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my statement outlines the Air 
Force family housing requirements, assets, and deficiencies; the fiscal year 1958 
request for authorization: status of our programs; and the progress that has 
been made within the past 5 years. We have made modest progress and continue 
to hope that a considerable amount of housing, now actively programed and in 
various stages of design and approval, will be completed and occupied by Air 
Force personnel within the forthcoming fiscal year. 

Chart 1 shows the worldwide gross requirements for family housing. There 
are 372,000 officers and airmen with dependents at Air Force installations. This 
includes 107,000 lower grade airmen, Our family housing program is limited to 
the 265,000 officers and upper grade airmen for whom the Air Force either pro- 
vides family quarters or quarters allowances under permanent legislation. 
Against this worldwide gross requirement of 265,000 officers and upper grade 
airmen, there is a deficit of 110,200 units. 

Chart 2 pertains to the Zone of Interior, where the housing deficit for officers 
and upper grade airmen is 74,500 units. Against this deficit, there are 3,056 
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units programed for construction with appropriated funds and 47,710 under title 
VIII. Included in the figure of 3,056 appropriated fund units are 1,507 units 
for which authorization is being requested in the fiscal year 1958 military con- 
struction program. There remains an unprogramed deficit of 23,700 units for 
officers and upper grade airmen. 

Chart 3 shows the situation overseas. There are various possible methods of 
providing the current remaining requirement of 35,700 units: Title VIII in 
Territories and possessions ; surplus commodity ; rental guaranty ; and by appro- 
priated funds. The resultant net deficit of 22,000 units is caused by three factors. 
First—overseas military construction programs are limited by OSD guidance to 
80 percent of the gross requirement, less assets; second—OSD has not approved 
provision of housing with appropriated funds where surplus commodity or rental 
guaranty housing appear to be feasible ; and third—competition from high-prior- 
ity operational items limits the dollars available for appropriated fund housing. 

The table, just below, indicates the fiscal year 1958 military construction pro- 
gram for new family housing authorizations which we are requesting this com- 
mittee to approve: 











New of Interior 
Command Installation | Units | Amount 

cash aie ee ina a —_ oo . -—| zs 
Air Defense Command... .............--..-.-. | ACW (54 sites)_..__- ald 840 | $14, 510, 000 
Glasgow AFB, Mont_..__- 67 | 1,184, 000 

| Kinross AFB, Mich... | 39} 689/000 

| Otis AFB, Mass_...__- a one] 488 | 8, 594,000 

Continental Air Command... | Dogbins AFB, Ga____. 108, 000 
Tactical Air Command..__.._-..__. | Wendover AFB, Utah____._____- et £ _ 1,217, 0 000 

Total, ZOO OF TROT sinc naecnsoccnans Scant oie eee ee 1, 507 | 


26, 302, 06 302, 000 


New authorizations for 1,507 units, at a total estimated cost of $26,302,000, in- 
clude the following items: 840 units of housing at 54 aircraft control and warn- 
ing sites represent a third increment of housing for this activity ; 434 units were 
previously authorized and constructed at 48 sites; an additional 1,213 units at 
74 sites were authorized in the fiscal year 1957 military construction program, 
but funds were provided for only 800 units. The design of these 1,213 units is 
presently underway and contracts for the construction of the 800 funded units 
may be expected to be awarded by early fall of this year. Clearance to fund the 
remaining 413 units is being requested in the fiscal year 1958 military construc- 
tion appropriation program. 

Approval of the current request for 840 units will authorize 27 units at each 
ACW site, taking into consideration all adequate community support housing 
within reasonable commuting distance of the individual air defense activity. 
This item, like its two forerunners, is requested as a package, in order to permit 
the Air Force maximum flexibility in getting this type of housing under con- 
struction and in order to avoid delays due to real estate siting, design, utility, or 
contracting difficulties. 

This housing is among the most urgently required in the Air Ferce. Per- 
sonnel assigned to the ACW system are, with the exception of unit commanders, 
company grade officers, and varying grades of airmen. They are almost without 
exception highly trained technicians in the communications-electronies field. 
Their training has been at considerable cost to the Government. These per- 
sonnel normally are assigned to isolated sites, both outside the United States 
and within the Zone of Interior—generally along the northern boundary of the 
United States. Previous experience has shown that the lack of suitable family 
housing for these personnel has been an important contributing factor to the 
costly high rate of turnover when these technicians leave the service for private 
industry with the attendant high cost of training replacements. 

The remaining items of new authorization at five major Air Force installations 
are to provide housing under appropriate funds where title VIII is not feasible. 
At Glasgow, Kinross, and Otis Air Force Bases, title VIII housing is not feasible 
due to the status of the real estate involved (leased land). At Dobbins Air 
Force Base, a title VIII project would not provide satisfactory housing due to the 
small number of units and the relatively large amount of administrative and 
legal requirements which must be met by prospective sponsors and mortgagees. 
At Wendover, the cost of the off-site utilities exceeds the statutory limit for title 
VIII housing. The new authorizations total 1,507 units for $26,302,000. 
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At this point, [ should like to review the current status of the various family 
housing programs, cover progress and cite certain problem areas. Rising con- 
struction. costs.in the face of fixed statutory cost limitations are causing in- 
creasing difficulty. In Alaska and Canada this situation is extremely acute, 
For example, Corps of Engineers estimates for Alaskan construction and bids 
received for Goose Air Base, Labrador, considerably exceeded statutory dollar 
limits. .We are taking separate action to have these dollars limits raised for 
these areas so that contracts for the construction of family housing may be sue- 
cessfully accomplished, including the 400 units at Ernest Harmon Air Force 
Base and the 200 units at Goose Air Base which were authorized in the fiseal 
year 1957 military construction program. 


NEW TITLE VIIT (CAPEHART) CONSTRUCTION 


Title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended by Public Law 345 (84th 
Cong., August 1955, and Public Law 1020 (84th Cong.), August 7, 1956, is poten- 
tially the largest single means of providing adequate Air Force housing. About 
54,000 units at 97 bases are planned under this program. A total of 45,000 units 
at 82 locations have received approval of the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 
This program, however, has been subjected to various delaying factors. The 
authority for providing houses under the amended title VIII of the National 
Housing Act is, in itself, an effective means for providing adequate housing 
within a reasonable length of time. Administrative procedures, more than the 
shortage of investment capital, are responsible for the “so-so” progress that has 
been made in providing housing since the passage of the amended ‘act. 


SURPLUS COMMODITY PROGRAM 


Under the authority of Public Law 765 (83d Cong.), September 1, 1954, as 
amended, the foreign sale of surplus American agricultural products (such as 
wheat and tobacco) provides a source of credit in foreign countries which may, 
in turn, be used to provide military family housing. There are two types of 
transactions: 

(1) Credits.—Title I of Public Law 480 (83d Cong.), under which credits are 
generated on a Government-to-Government basis, has no serious drawbacks in 
highly industrialized areas such as the United Kingdom or Japan, where all con- 
struction materials, including hardware, can be readily obtained; but title I is 
not effective in nonindustrial countries where hardware and other construction 
materials are searce. Under title I of this program there are 1,481 units now 
under construction in the United Kingdom. 

(2) Barter——The barter method, which we believe can be effective in non- 
industrial countries, consists of an arrangement whereby world traders pur- 
chase and resell surplus commodities in various countries thereby producing 
the type of foreign currencies needed to acquire essential but not locally avail- 
able hardware construction items. Under the barter arrangement, a project in 
France is under protracted negotiation with the Department of the Army as 
executive agent for the construction, and other Air Force overseas housing 
projects are being deferred pending its successful proving out. This deferral 
will continue until the Department of Agriculture and the Commodity Credit 
Corporation are satisfied that trouble-free methods have been worked out in 
the French project. Naturally, the Air Force is not happy with this situation, 
suspecting that the conditions that obtain in France will probably be quite 
different from the conditions in other countries. 


RENTAL GUARANTY PROGRAM 


Under the rental guaranty program, 1,726 units have been constructed and 
3,241 additional units are under contract. However, it is not proposed to take 
up this committee’s time with further discussion of this resource in that it is 
no longer capable of contributing significantly toward our large overseas require- 
ments. Geographical and cost limitations, and the limited period of financing 
(5 to 7 years), coupled with a tight money market, seriously curtail the pos- 
sibilities of rental guaranty, in contrast with the distinct advantages to the 
United States Government of the surplus commodity program. However, we are 
happy to continue this authority, despite its limitations, since it may prove 
to be the only possible method in some instances. 
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WHERRY ACQUISITION PROGRAM 


Since the enactment of the Wherry program in 1949 (Public Law 211, 81st 
Cong.), 38,000 units have been constructed for the Air Force. I think this com- 
mittee will be interested to hear what has been done in the acquisition of Wherry 
projects. The Air Force is vigorously pursuing the program. Under Public 
Law 1020 (84th Cong.), the acquisition of Wherry projects was made mandatory 
at installations where the new title VIII projects have been approved. At other 
locations acquisition is optional. The Air Force plans to acquire its Wherry 
housing and, where necessary, to rehabilitate and modify the units to provide 
livability as well as to assure reduced future maintenance costs. Action, there- 
fore, is first being directed toward acquiring Wherry units at locations where 
title VIII projects have been approved. It is estimated that of the 37,107 units 
(59 projects at 56 bases), it may be possible to acquire about 10,000 by December 
1957, and most of the remaining units during 1958. We realize that our esti- 
mates of progress may not be realized in that the Air Force is not in full con- 
trol of the program. Certain delays in the acquisition of Wherry housing 
projects have already been encountered. First, time and effort is required in the 
preparation of detailed justifications and cost estimates of the rehabilitation 
necessary to make the units suitable as Air Force public quarters. Second, ad- 
ministrative changes in procedures have required the Air Force to presently 
operate on somewhat tentative procedures, which involve the method of com- 
puting depreciation of existing Wherry projects; the determination as ic 
applicable funds in purchasing related equipment; and the requirement that the 
Air Force justify excess mortgage proceeds to assure that no “windfall” profits 
accrue to the current Wherry owners. Third, the proposed legislative change 
(H. R. 7024) in the formula for computing depreciation in determining the 
sponsor’s equity under Public Law 1020 (84th Cong.), has tended to slow down 
negotiations with the sponsors. 

In conclusion, family housing is still a top priority requirement, but the 
several programs are not making the progress that we predicated to the com- 
mittee last year. 
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General Guu. The first chart shows merely our worldwide gross 
requirements. 

First of all, there are 372,000 family units required for all of our 
Air Force married personnel at installations. Of this 372,000, 265,000 
are for officers and upper grade airmen who are married. 

Our assets, including 72,400 community support houses, leave a 
deficit against what we are programing of 110,000 units, worldwide. 

The next chart shows the same picture for the Zone of the In- 
terior: Assets are to the left. Of the 192,000 officer and upper grade 
airmen requirement there is a deficiency of 74,500, against which we 
have programed 3,056 units of fiscal year 1958 and prior years’ mili- 
tary construction program units, plus 47,710 new title VIII units, 
leaving then a net deficiency against which we have no program of 
nearly 24,000 units. 

You will note that the lower grade airmen, to the right, who are 
married and who do receive dependency benefits, are not programed 
at all in our housing program. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, lower grade airmen ¢ 

General Guu. Those are the airmen of the first four grades who 
are married and who, under temporary legislation, are entitled to 
dependency benefits to pay for their rents, but who do not receive 
quarters allowances on a permanent authorization. 

Therefore, we have not thus far seen fit to attempt to program 
for any appreciable number of these personnel. 

Senator STENNIS. Where do those airmen live now ? 

General Gitt. Well, they must live in the community. In some 
cases, When they are required on base for operational requirements, 
the commanding officer can assign them to public quarters. 

Senator Stennis. But otherwise, they just live at X, Y, Z? 

Secretary Doveias. What proportion do we estimate are married ? 
A very large percentage. 

Mr. Ferry. About 75 percent of our lower grade airmen are 
married, 

General Giti. However, these 75,000 I show here are in the United 
States who are married, and for whom we do not regularly program 
except in exceptional circumstances. 

Senator STennis. What is the main guideline now of this pro- 
gram, the domestic program? You are trying to cover a certain 
group, and then you cover a certain percent of that group? Is that 
your rough formula ? 

General Git. Yes, our formula for programing is as follows: 
that we may program up to 90 percent—this is Office of Secretary 
of Defense guidance—we may program in the United States up to 
9 percent of our gross requirements, after taking into account all 
assets, including community support. So that 10 percent which we 
‘annot program for, even in the officer and upper grade airmen, is 
a factor of safety, and there are other places hea we are not able 
to program thus far, which accounts for the 24,000 deficit. 

Senator Stennis. This 90 percent, is that all the way across the 
Nation, everything seeneabsiid: or you cannot go over 90 percent, at 
one particular installation ? 

General Gitu. At one particular installation. 
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Senator Stennis. What is your general, overall concept, that you 
think you will provide this family housing for the percent eligible 
under the law / 

General Git. We cannot exceed 90 percent. 

Secretary Dovexas. It really depends on community support, 
Senator. 

Senator Stennis. Of course. I know. 

Senator Casr. Are those worldwide figures ? 

General Guu. These are Zone of the Interior. The first chart was 
worldwide. 

Mr. BeLiev. What is your Zone of the Interior deficit, General Gill? 

Secretary Doveias. May I be excused? I would be nappy to come 
back at any time. 

Senator Stennis. We would be very happy to have you stay, but 
we realize you have many duties. We are glad you could come in, 
and we appreciate your presence here very much. 

All right. 

General Git. The deficit is 23,700. 

Now, we have a similar chart to this, showing the situation over- 
seas. Here again our requirement for officers and upper grade air- 
men is 73,000 units. Our assets down below at the left including 
7,400 community-support housing; and our deficit against which we 
are programing, of 35,700. 

You will note that we have a total program of 13,700 against this, 
made up of those figures there, 910 under military construction pro- 
gram, 3,800 under title VIII Capehart, 8,804 under surplus com- 
modity, and 200 under rental guaranty, for a total of 13,700, leaving 
a net deficit against which we have no foreseeable program at this 
time of 22,000 units. 

Senator Cass. This 13.7 in the program, what program is that? 

General Gi. That is the series, the addition of the appropriated 
funds, Capehart, surplus commodity, and rental guaranty. 

Senator Case. That is underway, or you are asking in this bill for 
that ? 

General Grit. That we are hoping to get underway. We are not 
asking for any of those in this bill at this time. 

Senator Casr. You have 3,810 units there for title VIII Capehart. 
Are you building Capehart housing overseas ? 

General Girt. At Andersen, Guam, we hope to; and at Hawaii we 
hope to be able to build them. 

Senator Casr. But they are in United States possessions? 

Senator Gru. Yes, sir; they are in the Territories. 

Senator Casr. That is what I wanted to clear up. I did not think 
there was any Capehart housing authorized for stations in other 
countries. 

General Gi. No, sir. That is right. 

Senator Case. Is that rental guaranty, 200, is that the Spanish ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir; that is Bermuda. I personally think it will 
transfer over to surplus commodity. te 

Senator Case. This morning, when we were going over this item 
with the Secretary for Installations, the members of the committee 
expressed considerable interest in the use of the surplus commodity 
authority rather than these other approaches. 
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General Giiu. I believe you have copies of my prepared statement. 
At the bottom of page 2 of that statement, there is a list of the authori- 
zations which we are asking this committee to approve in the fiscal 
year 1958 military construction program. 

The first item, of 840 units for aircraft control and warning sites, 
we are asking this as a package in order to permit flexibility in ‘fitting 
these units to the sites. I think that is one point I should emphasize. 

The balance of the units that we are asking for are at places in the 
United States where we cannot feasibly construct under the Cape- 
hart authority because either the title of the land is not clear, or in 
one case, at Wendover, the cost of the off-site utilities would exceed 
what the law allows in support of Capehart. 

Senator Cass. Is any of that A. C. and W. outside of the conti- 
nental United States? 

General Gru. No, sir. It is all within the United States. 

Now, another point I would like to highlight has to do, not with 
what we are asking the committee, but problems arising from rising 
construction costs in the face of fixed, statutory cost limitations. 

This is particularly acute in Alaska and Canada. In Canada, the 
bids received far exceeded what the law now allows, and we are tak- 
ing separate action to try to have those legal limitations raised for 
Alaska and Canada. 

Senator Case. In what category does that Canadian housing fall? 

General Grit. That would be housing at Goose and Harmon, and 
it would be military construction program housing from prior years’ 
authorization which we tried to get contracted this year but were un- 
able to do so because the prices we received are so far in excess of the 
statutory limitation. 

Senator Case. Are you taking bids on that again? 

General Gait. We ‘cannot this year. We are convinced it is not 
possible. The legal limitation for overseas military construction 
program housing is $25,850 average, with a maximum of $35,000. 
We have only 2 or 3 projects we would like to get under construction 
this year in the military construction program, and each of those 
happens to be in a high-cost area, Alaska, at_ Goose and at Harmon. 

Senator Case. What are you going todo for housing in the 
meantime ? 

General Gu. Well, we are going to have people up there with- 
out their families in the meantime, l-year stations. 

Senator Case. Have you given those families the option of going, 
provided they would ts ake trailer housing ¢ 

General Git. We have not. I believe that they do not have much 
chance to say “Yes” or “No.” 

Senator Cast. They may not have been given the opportunity, but 
if it is desirable for the families to be with them, I would personally 
like to see a trial on a station of giving the families the opportunity 
of saying whether they would accept «a good, modern trailer in pret- 
erence to be being separated. 

General Guu. Maybe in some instances that would be the right 
thing to do, Senator Case, and we have them, as you know, in some 
cases. 

However, I think Air Force policy is rather opposed to instituting a 
lot of these trailer camps. When you try to dispose of them, they 
can become somewhat of a nasty problem. 
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Senator Cass, That may be, but if you build permanent housing 
you do not’ have very much chance of disposing of that, either. 

General Giiu. No. 

Senator Casr. You have to leave it. There is some salvage value in 
a good trailer. 

General Giz. That is right. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I would like to see them explore that 

ossibility a little bit. I am sure the chairman recalls when we went 
into this on some of the overseas housing a few years ago. The last 
report I had was that the people were not turning down the trailers. 
In fact, they preferred them to some of the housing they otherwise 
had to contend with in some outlying places, or accept separation from 
their families. 

General Giri. We will look into that. I am afraid that in the 
particular areas we are talking about, and the temperature they have, 
they must have some utilities connections to these trailers, and we 
probably would run into some pretty serious practical problems in 
getting a decent—for example, one of them is at Eilson Air Force 
Base. I would imagine with permanent frost, keeping the water, 
keeping them reasonably warm, would be a real problem. 

Senator Casr. You have that problem for any type of plumbing up 
there. 

General Griz. That is true, sir. 

Senator Casr. Some of the family housing we saw there in 1953, or 
some of the so-called family housing, did not have very much to com- 
mend it. ‘The fire hazard would be less in a good, insulated trailer 
than it would be in some of that makeshift housing. 

General Gitt. I am also prepared to brief you as to progress—— 

Senator Stennis. May I ask one question on those trailers. 

General Gitu. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You say the Air Force does not look with favor 
on trailers. Have you purchased any new ones within the last year, 
we will say ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. I know of none that has been purchased. 

Senator Srennis. When was the last time you purchased any, Mr. 
Secretary ? , 

Mr. Ferry. About 214 years ago, for north Africa; and they have 
turned out to be, for north Africa, a moderately successful method of 
living, although I must say that they have not been cheap. 

Senator Srennis. Not been what ? 

Mr. Ferry. Not beencheap. By the time you finish putting storage 
sheds on for the surplus shipping stuff, and putting air-conditioning 
units in them and connecting them up to the water and electricity 
supply, they have averaged—and I would prefer not to have this an 
accurate figure—but somewhere around $9,000 a trailer. It has not 
been cheap. 

Senator Casr. What would your housing units cost there ? 

Mr. Ferry. We have been getting—we are doing a rental-guaranty 
job, as you know, over there in Nouasseur, for example, and we have 
been getting very decent, better than decent, good houses there, for 
an average construction cost of approximately $11,000 to the con- 
tractor, not ours, to the contractor who built them. 

Senator Casr. What was the cost to the Government ? 

Mr. Ferry. Nothing, sir, because these are rental guaranties. 
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Senator Casr. Oh, yes. Does that embrace air conditioning for 
those houses ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir, it does not. But these trailers, being metal 
affairs, become regular bake ovens there in north Africa without air 
conditioning. 

Senator Srennis. Do you have anything in southern Italy you 
could give us? 

Mr. Ferry. I have not been in Italy, sir, and I could not speak from 
any knowledge. Ido not know, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I thought maybe you had some trailers in south- 
ern Italy somewhere. Ido not know that we do, but I remember being 
over there a couple of years ago, and I saw a great number of trailers 
already on board a ship just fixing to be sent somewhere, and I wrote 
Senator Case a card and teld him that I was standing there looking at 
a shipload of Case trailers. 

Senator Casg. I got the card, too. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Ferry. I believe they went to north Africa. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. I think they told me they were bound for 
north Africa. 

Senator Casr. What is the approximate peries of time that it takes 
to get housing under a rental guaranty plan ? 

Mr. Ferry. General, can you answer that ? 

General Git. It varies so widely, it is difficult to answer that. 

Mr. Ferry. Two to three years. 

Senator Caspr. What was the approximate time for delivering your 
trailers ? 

Mr. Ferry. By the time we got them, it was a year and a half. 

Senator Casr. That was for north Africa. 

Senator Stennis. Where were they made? 

Mr. Ferry. Most of them made in Italy. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I was told. 

Mr. Ferry. The cost of shipping, if made in the United States, be- 
comes a major factor in delivering them. 

Senator Case. I would think a comprehensive study on the problem 
would, first of all, include a personal survey and inspection of some 
recent trailers. I do not say that because I have looked at any recent- 
ly, I have not, bia I do see them advertised occasionally, and IT have 
talked with people who praise the conveniences they can get in them, 
and I think of that in comparison with the inconveniences of the 
native housing in some of these outlying places. 

I would also think a comprehensive study would include an invita- 
tion for domestic trailer builders to put on a demonstration of what 
they could do, both in something designed particularly to meet any 
climatic problem you might have, whether it included air conditioning 
or heating; and second, a demonstration as to what they could do with 
respect to the time of delivery for the places where you have the 
problem. 

I would like to see the thing studied objectively, with a view to 
seeing if something couldn’t be accomplished, and accomplished in 
much shorter time, and at a financial saving to the Government, as 
well as affording an opportunity for these families to be together. 

I think the morale of the Air Force is improved, particularly in 
peacetime, by permitting the families to be together where it is at all 
possible. 
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Mr. Ferry. Senator, we completely concur in your latter statement. 
We believe it is an essential part of good management of the Air 
Force to let the families go with the men overseas. It also improves 
the operation of the base, because the men stay for a longer period 
of time, and familiarize themselves with their jobs. 

However, trailers are certainly not an ideal answer to the question 
of family housing. People are living, where there are children, in 
very close quarters. There is a relative lack of privacy of the adults, 
and they tend—and I say “tend,” because I have seen some instances— 
they tend to degenerate into a sort of shantytown affair with lean-to’s 
added to them, and stuff stored underneath them, and gener: lly; 
shabby in nature, and they become a bit shantytown. 

And frankly, I have felt, for the Air Force, that it was less than a 
complete answer to the problem of proper heusing. 

Senator Case. I think it is a matter of alternatives. 

Mr. Ferry. You are quite right, sir. There is no clearcut, black- 
and-white answer to the thing. Certainly it would solve our prob- 
lem or help to solve our problem to an appreciable extent in north 
Africa, and generally in France. 

(The followi ing information was subsequently submitted :) 


Use OF TRAILERS FOR FAMILY HOUSING IN ALASKA AND CANADA 

The Air Force plans to explore the possibility of utilizing trailers as a means 
of providing family housing in Alaska and Canada. The investigation is pro- 
posed to include the practicability of existing trailer design for Arctic and sub- 
Arctic use; the availability of suitable trailers; estimates on the cost of the 
trailers, their transportation and installation at the locations concerned; costs 
of utilities required to provide adequate living conditions; and provision of 
certain essentia] communal facilities such as a storage area and a central service 
area for washing and drying clothes. In addition, the quickest and most feas- 
ible method of programing the funds required for the utilities and the essential 
facilities, as well as the trailers, must be studied. 

Senator Stennis. General Gill, all right. 

General Gitu. I am prepared to give you very briefly the progress 
made in our programs last. year. 

The ¢ capone program ‘of 45,000 units in 82 locations has been 
approved by the Secretary of Defense. We have made some progress, 
we have nearly 11,000 units under contract. We feel we could make 
better progress than we have made, but administrative procedures 
have held us back somewhat. 

Senator Casr. Administrative procedures caused by any require- 
ments of the act? 

General Gitt. Merely the multiplicity of : awit als on every step 
we take in providing the various elements of a Capehart house has 
taken a long time to get to the contract stage. 

Senator Stennis. Moving fast, though, now? 

General Giiu. It is better now, sir, I believe. 

Senator Stennis. All right, go ahead. 

General Gitt. On surplus commodity, this has been discussed, 
under title I, we have thus far gotten 1,481 units under contract. 
However, we feel that title I, whereunder the funds are generated 
within the country where you are going to construct the houses, has 
limited usability for two reasons: 

Some countries do not want our agricultural surpluses, and in 
other countries which are not highly industrialized, it is rather dif- 
ficult and a long-time problem to get the construction materials. 
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For this reason, we prefer the barter method of providing housing. 

Senator Stennis. Prefer what ? 

General Gini. What we call the barter method, under the surplus 
commodity program. This consists of an arrangement whereby 
world traders purchase and resell surplus commodities in various 
countries, thereby producing the type of foreign currencies needed 
to acquire essential construction items. 

Senator Casr. Where that is done, General Gill, does that mean the 
sale takes the place of a sale of the commodity that would take place 
in the normal course of business ? 

General Git. The one project that has been launched thus far is a 
project under the guidance of the Army in France, where a barter 
arrangement. has been approved by the Commodity Credit Corpora- 
tion. However, this is not yet underway, and it has been rather a 
protracted job of ; getting this contract underw ay. 

Pending the successful working out of that barter arrangement in 
France, the Commodity Credit Corporation and the Department of 
Agriculture are reluctant, in fact have not yet concurred in other 
similar projects. 

We are not altogether happy with this situation, since we feel that 
the conditions which obtain in France would not necessarily obtain 
in the other countries where we want to use this method, and where 
this method has been approved insofar as the Secretary of Defense’s 
office is concerned, 

Senator Case. The purpose of the commodity program in connec- 
tion with this housing or, for that matter, any other military facility 
to which it might be applied, was intended to facilitate the accomplish- 
ments of the construction projects rather than to be a handicap to it. 

It happens that just a few days ago, I was talking with a Mr. 
Garnett m the Department of Agriculture, who has ‘responsibility 
for handling this program, and I gained the impression from our 
conversation that in some leislatadaai there was a tendency for these 
sales simply to be substitutes for sales in the normal course of business. 

I am sure that was not the intent, either of the commodity disposal 
program or of any applications of it for acquisition of military con- 
struction. We wanted the military construction purposes to be ac- 
tee shed and to be aided by making available resources which might 

be difficult to get if we were dependent upon appropriations. 

It was not intended to handicap the military, but rather, to facilitate 
it. 

On the other hand, neither was it intended that the sale or the dis- 
posal of surplus commodities in this method should replace the sales 
in the normal course of trade. 

General Gitu. No, sir. 

The effect, however, on the military services has been about as fol- 
lows: Two contracts have been awarded, one by the Air Force in 
England some time ago, and one recently by the Army. These are 
the only two contracts we have yet gotten underway under surplus 
commodity, except for the barter contract, a third one, which is about 
to be launched in France. 

Most of our other surplus commodity projects will not work under 
what we call title I. We feel we need barter, for example, in the 
Philippines. Having this authority, however—and here is where 
the handicap does come in—we have not felt free to program our hous- 
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ing under other methods, such as appropriated funds or the rental 
guarantee, where we felt that there was a possibility of using the 
surplus commodity method, in view of the twofold benefits that ac- 
crue to the Government under this system: (1) the disposal of the 
surplus agricultural commodities, and (2) the procuring or the pro- 
viding of “needed military housing. 

Senator Casr. Do you, or the ‘Department of Agriculture, or the 
Commodity Credit Corporation itself, as a unit, have the dll 
to go out and aggressively work on these projects, or are you dependent 
upon finding some trader in the commodity field who will find a sale 
for the commodities? 

General Gitt. We would be required to use a trader in the com- 
modity field in connection with any barter project that we wanted to 
launch. 

Senator Casr. Well, to the extent you do, does that not have a 
tendency merely to m: ake the sale one which replaces what would be 
asale in the normal course of business ¢ 

General Grit. Well, not being an expert in the commodity-credit 
operations, I presume that their main objective is to dispose of surplus 
agricultural commodities. I do not see—— 

Senator Casr. They want to do it, but there is no particular good 
accomplished from the standpoint of reducing the stock of surplus 
commodities if all they do is sell something out of commodity-credit 
storage and then replace it with other stocks. 

General Gitt. I do not see that they do that. When they go into 
this type of a project, when they launch a military housing project, 
they sell their surplus commodities to foreign nations and receive in 
return United States dollars from the quarters allowance of the 
people who occupy those units. I should think it would be a wonderful 
transaction for them. 

Mr. Ferry. Perhaps I may say something. 

Senator Case. It 1s a wonderful transaction, but perhaps I have 
not made my point clear. 

When I was talking with Mr. Garnett, I gained the impression out 
of my conversation with him that there was a tendency for these sales 
simply to be replacement of, or to take the place of, sales which would 
come in the normal course of trade, so that it actually was not accom- 
plishing a net reduction in the surplus or in the commodity. 

Mr. Ferry. That, I think, sir, may very generally be true. However, 
there are certain cases, and I think of our —— commodity sales 
in England, where we sold tobacco for pouns ds, which ] an or 
possibly, would never have been purchased in the An eri n market 
due to the unavailability of dollars with which to purchase. 

Senator Case. That is the desirable purpose. And what I was try- 
ing to find out was whether or not you were free to negotiate for sales 
directly, or whether, as was suggested by the statement of General 
Gill, instead of promoting those deals directly, you go to the trader 
and say, “Here are some commodities. See if you can work up 
deal.” 

Mr. Ferry. I am ashamed to say, Senator, I have no knowledge of 
this. I will have to turn to General Gill to know the mechanics of 
the actual arrangement. 

General Gitt. The best thing I can do in this connection is to refer 
to those projects which we feel we cannot make work under the so- 





1 
( 
( 
' 
t 
I 
{ 


ee ee ee 86. eee 


tal 
the 
ue- 
che 
ro- 


he 
nel 
nt 
ale 


in- 
to 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 137 


called title I, as we did in England, where we sold the tobacco in 
England which generated pounds, built the houses, and then reim- 
bursed the Commodity Credit Corporation with our quarters allow- 
ances. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, you will recall, that following the 
visit of the subcommittee to Spain in the fall of 1953, in January we 
had a hearing in this room in which we asked representatives of the 
State Department and the Defense Establishment and the Department 
of Agriculture to come together to consider the possibility of exchang- 
ing some commodities or converting some wheat for Spain into some 
pesetas that we could use for military purposes there. 

At the outset, I think the agencies were all a little reluctant to do 
it. It was much simpler just to write a check and use the normal 
proceeds. But, finally, I believe $40 million worth of wheat was 
disposed of in that manner. 

What I would like to suggest is that whoever the Air Force might 
want to designate, General Gill or whoever it might be, contact Mr. 
Garnett in the Department of Agriculture, and see what practical 
obstacles have been, and see if they cannot work out a program to 

make it truly a matter of advancing both programs. The construc- 
tion program so far as the Air Force is concerned, and the disposal 
program so far as the Department of Agriculture is concerned, rather 
than letting it become a handicap so far as expediting your program 
is concerned. 

Do I make myself clear ? 

Mr. Ferry. Perfectly clear, sir. The only factor I would like to 
bring in is this. Because of the fact that the negotiations and arrange- 
ments and regulations under which the surplus commodity tradings 
have been made, have been handled by the Defense Department, I 
think it might be better if, instead of the Air Force going at this 
unilaterally, we handle it through the Defense Department. 

Senator Case. I have no objection to that. 

And then I would like to have a report back so that if there is any- 
thing we could do to simplify the procedure by putting something in 
the construction bill, we will have the benefit of that before we go to 
press on the bill. 

Mr. Ferry. All right, sir. 

General Gitu. The only other point I have covers Wherry acquisi- 
tion programs. 

We are pursuing this rapidly. We have 38,000 units to acquire. 

Senator Srennis. How many to be acquired ? 

General Ginn. We have only 1 project thus far, about 800 units, at 
Chanute. 

Senator Stennis. Thirty-eight thousand ? 

General Git. To be acquired in the total program. 

Senator Casr. Have we not three projects ? 

Mr. BeLrev. Two were Navy. 

Senator Srennis. How is that coming along? I mean, what are 
you running into? That was nearly a year ago when we passed this 
legislation. 

General Giti. That is true, sir. 

Weill, I can tell you what we have done. We have entered into 
negotiations with virtually all our sponsors to find out whether they 
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want to sell, and in accordance with the formula. We find some do, 
and some do not. 

There have been certain delays in this, which are as follows: 

First of all, there is some time, quite a bit of time and effort re- 
quired in preparation of our justifications and cost estimates of re- 
habilitation necessary to make the units suitable as Air Force public 
quarters and avoid future maintenance costs. 

Second, there have been certain administrative changes in pro- 
cedures whereunder we acquire them. There have been certain dis- 
cussions as to whether the funds we are acquiring are applicable to 
purchasing the related equipment that the sponsor had from the opera- 
tion of the project, t, such as trucks. 

Senator STENNIS. Gene ral, do you handle that in the Air Force, or 
the Department of Defense / 

General Girt. The Air Force handles it. It is under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Department of Defense. 

Senator Stennis. You mean these Wherry people deal with the 
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force ? 

General Git. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. Under rules and regulations established by the Depart- 
ment of Defense for uniform handling of all three services. 

Senator Case. And you get your funds out of the commutation of 
quarters ? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. There is set up a revolving fund where- 
by we can make this initial purchase. 

Senator Case. On the Chanute project, which is more or less a 
guinea pig so far as we are concerned, what does that provide so far 
as getting the sponsor’s money to him, in terms of time? 

General Gitt. Well, this particular case, we were not able to nego- 
tiate the purchase of this, we had to resort to condemnation procedures, 
so this condemnation procedure has been instituted, and I think— 

Senator Case. All right. Assuming, then, the award is made and 
the court determines the price, when will the sponsor or owner of 
the project get his money ? 

General Git. I think almost immedi: itely. 

Mr. Ferry. He can draw down three-quarters of the estimated 
award, which is deposited with the court immediately upon the insti- 
tution of the suit, sir; 75 percent. The remaining 25 percent is held 
in escrow by the court until the final determination of the award price; 
at which time, if it is less than the award held, the sur plus is returned 
to us; if it is more than that, we have to put the money in. 

Senator Casz. Mr. Chairman, about 2 weeks ago, I was visited by 
a representative of the Wherry Housing Association, which app arent- 
ly is some organization of Wherry housing sponsors or owners. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 

Senator Casr. He was saying and he indicated that they would like 
some arrangement whereby they would get their money in 4 years as a 
minimum. 

I asked him how long the people who had their money invested in 
Wherry housing projects, how long it would be before they would get 
their money if it was paid out under the original terms of the agree- 
ment. He said, “Well, that would vary, but from 15 to 25 years, 
which suggested to me that we ought not to burden the Treasury or the 
funds set up for acquisition of housing, by going into too many con- 
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demnation proceedings where the full amount of the money would be 
immediately payable. 

If the Wherry project was a sound project, and was one that was 
paying out, whoever put up the money did not anticipate getting his 
money back except over a period of time. The amortization would 
not take place when the court rendered its decision; there would be 
some period of time. 

It occurred to me, also, that this matter of acquisition could pro- 
ceed more rapidly if we did not have to dig up all the money right 
now. 

Senator Srennis. He wanted it made in delayed payments; is that 
right? 

Senator Casr. He thought, or at least he had it in mind, that maybe 
it could be paid out w ithin 4 years, but it seems to me that- 

General Git. I believe that is permissible under the law, and we 
probably will resort to that. 

Senator Cass. It is permissible to pay it out in 4 years. But if the 
sponsor of a project or the owner of the project wants to unload it, so 
to speak, on the Government, it seems to me that he would be treated 
fairly if he got his money at the same rate of liquidation of the prin- 
cipal that he would have gotten had he continued to operate the proj- 
ect under whatever per iod of years the original amortization con- 
templated. 

General Giti. There is one point there; there never was any original 
amortization. They were to own that from here on out, under the 
existing mortgage. 

Senator Casr. Yes. But under their own planning, they must have 
figured out about how long it would take to liquidate their original 
investment. They did not expect it to be paid out in 4 years. 

General Girt. No. They would own it for 60 years in some in- 
stances, or 70 years. 

Senator Casr. If we could work out some procedure whereby they 
could be paid out in 15 to 25 years, whatever would be the amount 
that the quarters fund could stand, you could accomplish your acquisi- 
tions much more rapidly. 

General Girt. That is true, Senator. 

Mr. Ferry. If it could be done without him demanding interest on 
it—on the unpaid balance. 

Senator Casr. Well, the whole thing is, there are 2 or 3 arguments 
for the acquisition of this housing, it seems to me. 

One is that you can assign them as quarters and so develop them that 
it is not a question of inferior quarters, and so forth and so on. 

But one of the reasons for the Government acquiring these proj- 
ects is that in Government ownership they would be paid out more 
rapidly in view of this Supreme Court decision, which makes them 
liable for taxes. If you take ownership in the name of the Govern- 
ment, then they become free from the local real estate tax. The effect 
of the Supreme Court decision has been to threaten the renter, the 
airman who is assigned these quarters, with an increase in rent " 
allow for the amount of taxes. It becomes desirable to that extent, 
seems to me, to have them operate as they would if it were military 
housing, which could be accomplished if you buy them. 

In addition to that, there must be some ec onomy in the operation of 
the housing project if it is operated by the Government, because there 
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is some military personnel in one way or another assigned, or some 
utility costs, and other things like that, which reduce the actual cost 
of it as against what the owner would have to pay. 

And in Government ownership, the cost to them should be liquidated 
more readily than it would in private ownership. 

That being true, it seems to me that it is desirable to work out a 
financing plan so that you can acquire as many of them as possible, 
without increasing the immediate appropriation requirement. 

Mr. Ferry. We agree with you, Senator. But, you see, we do not 
have to come to the Congress or to the Treasury to ask for money to 
do this, because we must finance these things out of a revolving fund 
within the resources of the Air Force. 

Senator Case. All right, how much revolving fund ? 

Mr. Ferry. We have $5 million authorized, and we can go up to $50 
million out of funds within the 

Senator Case. Quarters allowance ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir; within unspent funds which are available with- 
in the appropriations to the Air Force. 

I think that is correct, $50 million. 

General Gritz. $50 million. 

Senator Case. To the extent you do not go into that $50 million au- 
thorization to use the money for this, it would be available for accom- 
plishing some other project. 

Mr. Ferry. Some other purpose; that is correct. 

Senator Case. If you have $5 million or $10 million, whatever it 
inay be, you augment that by the assignment of the quarters allow- 
ances ? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. All right. 

Supposing, just for illustration, you get a total fund of $20 mil- 
lion. That $20 million would pay the annual payment on the acqui- 
sition of several projects. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. It would perhaps actually liquidate 4 or 5. 

Mr. Ferry. Our problem, sir, in this acquisition of Wherry hous- 
ing has not been any real difficulty in funds to do it. It has been 
manpower within the Air Force to devote to this, where at the same 
time we are trying to go forward with the construction program. We 
have not been able to divert too large a proportion of our manpower 
toward the acquisition of these. 

And then it has been a very complex affair because of the neces- 
sities of establishing cost, plans and cost, for putting these Wherry 
houses in condition suitable for Government quarters. The thing has 
gone slowly due to the mechanics of the thing and, frankly, a short- 
age of manpower. I do not know how many men we have on this 
thing. 

Senator Cass. Of course, the shortage of manpower could be cor- 
rected if you had the project and the authority to go out and make a 
maximum acquisition of it, if you wanted just to clean up this Wherry 
housing situation. 

Mr. Ferry. Sir, I regret to tell you that manpower is terribly short 
in our installations here. I do not say this with any intent of doing 
anything about it, but, frankly, we are very short. 
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General Gixu. I think there is certain merit in what Senator Case 
proposes. We can look into it. There are other delaying factors, not 
entirely manpower, either. Sometimes there is reluctance on the part 
of the sponsors to begin negotiations. For example, there was a House 
resolution introduced in which there would be a change in the method 
of calculating the depreciation. He looks at this and says, “Maybe if 
this becomes law, I will get a better deal.” 

So they are reluctant to go too quickly. We have seen that in many 
cases. 

In other cases, we have been held up because of this windfall prob- 
lem that some people were able to build the house for something less 
than the mortgage, and we have to examine those very conetully to. 
see we do not repeat, or pay an additional windfall profit. It has been 
that kind of pro lem which has held us up. 

Senator Case. I am all in favor of your doing what you say, be- 
cause I have very little sympathy with Wherry housing sponsors who 
got a windfall. I was not in favor of it the first time; >I certainly do 
not want them to get a second one. 

I think the problem, however, which the Air Force and the other 
military branches face, is that you do have the housing problem, and 
it is difficult to operate housing some of which is standard and some 
of which is substandard. 

Senator Stennis. Excuse me just one minute. 

Senator Case, I am compelled to go, and I am going to ask you to 
continue the hearing as long as you see fit to. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. You gentlemen proceed, and if you can get to 
where we can take up the ‘books tomor row, why, so much the better. 

Senator Casr. Before Senator Stennis jeaves, what other major 
presentations did you have in mind for this afternoon ? 

General Rentz. Senator Case, just the operational concepts showing 
the base utilization and the deploy ment of the forces, ZI and overseas, 
that we start the hearings with every year. 

Mr. Ferry. How long would that take, a half hour ? 

General Rentz. I would say we could do that in 20 minutes. 

Senator Casr. As far as I am concerned, I am substantially through, 
although I would like to go back to this housing matter. 

Senator Srennis. You proceed just as long : as you see fit, so far as I 
am concerned. 

Tomorrow, I understand the full committee is to meet at 10 for per- 
haps what w ill be a short session, and we could pick up then whenever 
ees do recess, if you can be here. 

Senator Case. I expect to be here. 

Senator SrTennis. Vet's take a chance on that time, then, and we 
can hold hearings until noon, anyway. 

Can you be here tomorr ow, General ? 

General Rentz. ee, sir. Would you rather we hold the opera- 
tional peneentation, u 

Senator STENN Fou go ahead. 

Mr. Ferry. If T ‘might make the suggestion, sir, I would think if 
more members were present, they would be more interested in the 
presentation of the operational concept. 

Senator Stennis. I hate to miss it, myself. 

Senator Casr. What about taking it up the first thing in the 
morning ? 








142 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Before you leave, General, the clerk has a question, and I also have 
a question. 

Mr. BeLarv. I would like to clear up one thing, General Gill. 

This morning, one of the committee members requested some addi- 
tional information from representatives of the Secretary of Defense’s 
Office with reference to enclosure No. 1 in Mr. Bryant’s statement. 
This is an enclosure entitled “Family Housing Requirements, Assets 
and Deficit for Personnel in the Armed Services as of March 25,” 

Mr. John Arrington, in Secretary Bryant’s office, is going to pro- 
vide for the record a comparison between last year’s figures and this, 
and reconcile the differences. 

And it may be in your statement, but I do not see it, and I notice 
it is dated April of this year, and there is an apparent discrepancy. 
You may wish to check with Mr. Arrington and clarify it, then. 

I point out in the deficit column, the Defense figures show world- 
wide deficit for the Air Force of 121,000 units, approximately. Your 
figures, if 1 remember correctly, in your paper today are 110,000. It 
is a difference of roughly 10,000 units. 

Continental United States deficits, Defense figures, 78,000; your 
statement, 75,000. 

Overseas, Defense figures, 43,000 ; your figure, 22,000. 

General Git. I think I know the answer to that. 

Mr. BeLrev. That is roughly a half billion dollars’ worth of hous- 
ing at $15,000 per house. 

General Git. The bulk of the reason for that difference is that 
OSD has programed quite a number of houses for civilians. We do 
not program housing for civilians. 

Mr. BeLiev. I am sure there is a reason for it, but I think you might 
check with them before you come in, because the committee’s printed 
hearing should not show a discrepancy without an answer. 

General Gru. Yes. 

Senator Casr (presiding). This morning, you will recall we asked 
Mr. Bryant or Mr. Sheridan to prepare for us a table showing both the 
estimates of last year and this year, side by side, where the discrepan- 
cies would be apparent, and then to give footnotes to explain the dif- 
ferences; and if you would confer with Mr. Sheridan on that, it would 
be helpful. 

General Giz. Yes. (See chart on p. 46.) 

Senator Casr. With respect to this housing program, one other 
thing, the Wherry problem and Capehart problem. General Rentz 

yas here this morning, and I think he heard me say it then, and I will 
repeat it now, that I personally had the feeling—I am speaking only 
for myself—I personally have the feeling that the problem of provid- 
ing adequate military housing is a problem which is the responsibility 
of this committee, primarily, rather than of the Committee on Fi- 
nance or the Committee on Banking and Currency. And the Secre- 
tary said he was in a delicate position, he did not want to comment 
on it, because it was obviously a question between the committees 
here. 

But since the Armed Services Committee and the Appropriations 
Committee, following authorization, have the responsibility for pass- 
ing upon military housing, and since the question of military housing 
‘cannot be logically answered unless you take into consideration how 
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to augment it through Wherry and Capehart housing, or anything 
else, the whole problem ought to be before this committee. 

And I know that at the time the housing bill was passed on the floor 
last summer, some of us had reservations with respect to some pro- 
visions in the bill with reference to Capehart housing. 

The clerk points out to me that it has a direction relationship to 
size and composition of the Armed Forces, including the strategic 
concept. 

On that premise, then, I think that in this bill this year, the commit- 
tee should give consideration to a reconciliation of the laws with refer- 
ence to Capehart housing to whatever we may do in the other fields 
of housing. 

Personally, I would like, if it were possible to do so, to have this 
bill offer a comprehensive answer to the military housing problem, and 
in that sense I use it in the broad sense of embracing not merely hous- 
ing from appropriated funds, but housing from Wherry, Capehart, 
or what have you. 

If we could come up with a provision in the law that would broaden 
this revolving fund and provide personnel, or provide authority, to 
make a comprehensive attack on the whole problem, it would be worth 
while trying to do so it seems to me. 

We do this piecemeal, a little this year and a little that year. If 
we could get the whole thing in one package, and take a look at it, 
and then say, “We are going to set up some sort of a corporation which 
can utilize this authority up to $50 million, plus the commutation of 
quarters, over a period of years,” so that then, 15 or 20 years from now, 
that will all be paid out, and supplement that with military housing 
from appropriated funds where necessary, we could begin to see an 
end of this housing problem. 

Mr. Ferry. Senator, we are so sympthetic with you, and so sym- 
pathetically receive your suggestion, that words can hardly express it. 

This is a very complicated thing. But I do not think in the time 
remaining between now and the closing of this Congress, that we would 
be in a position to come up with any intelligently thought through 
solution to this entire problem. 

If I may digress, and I would like to take this off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Case. Mr. Ferry, when the lease-purchase program for the 
acquisition of office buildings and post-office buildings ran into some 
trouble early in this session, just to satisfy myself that the thing might 
be approached through the authority or Government corporation ap- 
proach, I conferred with the legislative counsel for the Senate. Grow- 
ing out of that, I introduced a bill, which proposed to create the Fed- 
eral Buildings Administration, which was in effect an authority or a 
Government corporation which would have authority to issue its 
revenue bonds and create a fund out of which it could construct build- 
ings that could be rented to the General Services Administration, or 
rented to the Post Office Department in sort of a lease-purchase pro- 
gram, but with this corporation or administration being the sponsor 
of the project. 

I had a title II in the bill to deal with school buildings, which pro- 
posed lease-purchase in reverse, by letting the administration, or the 
authority, construct a school building and rent it to a school district 
so that at the end of a period of time the school district would acquire 
11 
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the school building without having to float bonds in the original 
instance. 

Many school districts are up to their legal levy limits, and so forth. 

I sent a copy of that bill recently to Mr. Bryant, with the suggestion 
that the same principle, I felt, could be adapted for military housing. 
1 would be glad to send you a copy of it, because it seems to be right 
in line with the thought you have. 

Mr. Ferry. I would be pleased, indeed, sir, to have such a copy, and 
to take serious consideration of how it could be made applicable to 
this military housing. 

The stumbling block that I ran across was that this authority that 
I was thinking “of, by issuing bonds, would increase the debt limit. 

Senator Case. We specifics ‘ally provided, in this bill to which I 
refer, that it should not increase the debt limit. The provisions on 
that were rather unique, I think. In fact, the bill was conceived with 
that as one of the purposes, that we should provide a means for finane- 
ing the construction and acquisition of Government office space with- 
out affecting the debt limit. 

Mr. Ferry. I would be very curious to see it. 

Senator Case. I would be very glad to send General Gill and Gen- 
eral Rentz a copy. 

Mr. Ferry. The legal advice I received is that under existing laws 
it was not possible. Perhaps your bill has some method of getting it 
done. 

Senator Casr. I think that is all, General. Thank you very much, 

Mr. Ferry. Thank you. 

Mr. BeLarv. General Rentz, is Colonel Darby’s presentation classi- 
fied 

Colonel Darsy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. What is the classification ? 

Colonel Darsy. We have one which is top secret, but I do have an 
unclassified one, and with your permission I would like to submit it for 
the record. 

(Lieutenant Colonel Darby’s prepared statement is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF LT. Cot. JAMES A. DarRBy, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, this presentation of the Direc- 
torate of Operations, in support of the Air Force fiscal year 1958 military con- 
struction program, has three broad considerations as its basis: 

(a) The major operational objectives ; 

(6) The military force structure planned for the Air Force at end fiscal year 
1960 ; and 

(c) The bases required to support these forces and objectives. The material 
in this presentation, as well as many of the charts to be shown, is of a classified 
nature; therefore, it is requested that the detailed briefing be presented in 
executive session. 

The 1958 military construction program, like past programs, has heen developed 
to permit achievement of certain major operational objectives which are con- 
tained in the current Air Force program. These operational objectives are: 

(a) Establish an operational capability for the first strategic and interceptor 
missile units which phase into the major force structure by end fiseal year 1960. 

(b) Inerease the intercontinental capability of the Strategic Air Command. 

(ec) Continue to disperse our strategic strike force in the zone of interior. 

(d) Continue development of our warning and defense capability. 

(e) Provide personnel facilities which will contribute toward the retention of 
our highly skilled personnel. 

(f) Continue development of our Reserve Forces capability. 
(qg) Continue modernization of our logistic support capability. 
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(h) Provide facilities to continue a progressive research and development 
for the Air Force. 

are have been certain adjustments made in the military force structure 

occasioned by the phase-in of new weapons systems, changes in force deploy- 

ments, and additional requirements in base utilization. The force structure and 

significant changes will be discussed in the detailed briefing. ; aay: 

The worldwide Air Force base structure supporting the operational objectiv es 
and forces through the programing period is the basis for the development ot 
the 1958 military construction request. This base structure will be discussed 
j o major parts: von 
™ (s) The acne of interior base structure presented on a functional basis, i. e., 
the base structure to support the Strategic Air Command forces, the Air Defense 
Command forces, the Tactical Air Command forces and finally, on one chart, the 
pase structure required to support Military Air Transport Service, the Air 
Materiel Command, the Air Training Command and, the Air Research and 
Development Command. ; ‘ 

(b) The overseas base structure required to support the Strategic Air Com- 
mand forces planned for peace and war deployment, the air defense forces as- 
signed to the various theaters of operation for peace and war deployment, and 
the tactical forces assigned to various theater commanders both in peace and 
war. The overseas base utilization will be presented by Lt. Col. Walter V. Cook 
from the Directorate of Operations, Headquarters USAF. 

The mission of the Strategic Air Command is to maintain an effective strategic 
striking force capable of achieving decisive action by striking an enemy at any 
point on the globe. It will probably be recalled by this committee that in our 
fiscal year 1957 military construction request, we began the dispersal of our 
strategic strike force. AS was pointed out in the presentation last year, the 
rapid increase in capability of the Soviet Air Force will no longer permit the 
concentration of our strategic strike aircraft with an acceptable degree of risk. 
The 1957 request contained the first increment of our dispersal program for the 
B-52 units. In this year’s request, facilities are included to provide a B-52 
capability at additional bases. Concurrent with the relocation of our heavy 
bomb units, there has been some relocation of our medium bomb units to provide 
more tactical advantages than were previously possible within the Strategic Air 
Command base structure. 

With the relocation of Strategic Air Command units to a dispersed posture, 
it was necessary for the Air Force to take into consideration facilities being 
vacated by the Strategic Air Command at some of our larger installations. In 
the detailed briefing, it will be noted that units of other major commands are 
programed for relocation to utilize, to the maximum extent possible, those facili- 
ties being vacated by the Strategic Air Command. The joint use of these facili- 
ties, coupled with some force reductions, creates undetermined utilization at some 
of our bases during the fiscal year 1959 and fiscal year 1960 time period. 

In the detailed briefing, the location and requirement for sites to provide the 
initial operational capability for strategic missile wings will be shown and dis- 
cussed. 

The Air Defense Command, as a component command of the Continental Air 
Defense Command, is responsible for air defense of the United States. To 
accomplish this mission, it must have adequate radar warning and control, com- 
munications, and the base structure necessary to support interceptur aircraft and 
interceptor missiles at their required geographic locations. The major change 
has been the introduction of the first interceptor missile units, for which facili- 
ties are requested in this program. The introduction of these interceptor missile 
units has allowed some relocation of our manned fighter-interceptor squadrons 
to improve the overall air defense posture. The location of the interceptor missile 
sites and the relocation of manned interceptor units will be discussed in executive 
Session. 

The primary mission of the Tactical Air Command is to organize, train, and 
equip USAF units for theater-type air activity, including joint operations with 
land, naval, and amphibious forces. This command is also charged with the re- 
sponsibility to train and equip units for deployment overseas in support of NATO. 
The base deployment for this force will be discussed in executive session. 

The bases required to support the Military Air Transport Service, the Air 
Materiel Command, Air Research and Development Command and the Air Train- 
ing Command have remained essentially the same as those presented to this com- 
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mittee last year. There have been some minor changes which will be highlighted 
in the detailed briefing. 

Since the presentation on the overseas bases required is classified, no details 
or concepts are included in this statement. It will suffice to state that our 
overseas base structure includes only minor changes. The requests for facilities 
included in this program are the minimum required to support new weapons 
systems. 

In conclusion, it is emphasized that the 1958 military construction program 
has been developed to support major operational objectives which have been 
highlighted ; adjustments have been made to provide for changes in the force 
structure; and the facilities requested are in direcct support of the base utiliza- 
tion program required for the peace and war missions of the Air Force. 


(Whereupon, at 4: 30 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to proceed in 
executive session. ) 
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THURSDAY, MAY 16, 1957 


Unirep Srates SENATE, 
SuspcoMMITTEE ON Muinirary CONSTRUCTION, 
or THE CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11:30 a. m., in room 212, 
Senate Office Building. 

Present : Senators Stennis (presiding) and Case. 

Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Srennis. The committee will come to order. 

Gentlemen, we continue our hearings now on the 1958 military 
construction bill. I have a very brief statement here by way of review 
for the information of those that may be witnesses. It is the com- 
mittee’s general intent to review thoroughly all aspects of the bill. 
However, we propose to direct our major attention to policy areas 
incident to the military requirements involved and not specifically to 
routine repetitive matters. 

Lt stands to reason that if we are to have a certain number of per- 
sonnel in our Armed Forces, they must be adequately housed and pro- 
vided with the essential facilities in the construction field, 

I want to specifically inquire into the department’s planned acqui- 
sition and disposal policy, its family housing requirements, its utili- 
zation and retention of high-cost properties, and the long-range 
purpose of the bill. 

General Rentz, you are in charge of the presentation for the Air 
Force, is that right ? 

General Rentz. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. All right, General, you may proceed unless 
Senator Case has something he wishes to say. 


STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM E. RENTZ, DIRECTOR OF REAL 
PROPERTY, ACCOMPANIED BY COL. JOHN N. EWBANK, DEPUTY 
DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY; JOHN R. GIBBENS, ASSOCIATE 
DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY ; JOHN M. FERRY, SPECIAL ASSIST- 
ANT FOR INSTALLATIONS; LEONARD JACOBS, FAMILY HOUSING 
DIVISION, DIRECTORATE OF FACILITIES SUPPORT; COL. LOUIS D. 
VAN MULLEM, AND JAMES E. WILLIAMS, JR., DIRECTORATE OF 
MAINTENANCE ENGINEERING, DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 


General Renrz. Before we go to the book, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to make a statement here. Subsequent to the development and 
introduction of this bill, certain minor additions and deletions in the 
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construction program have been approved by the Office of the Secre- 
tary of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. 

These changes result in a net decrease of $4,089,000 and will reflect 
that decrease in the total bill, bringing the total new authorization 
to $798,825,000. These changes have been refiected in our books, Mr, 
Chairman. 

I would also like at this time to apologize for our books with the 
red markings and the blue markings in them. 

We have to publish the books 30 days prior to our last review, and 
the red lines are deletions of reviewing authorities and the blue lines 
are internal adjustments the Air Force has made which revisions are 
coming over to the committee. The blue figures in the book will be the 
correct figures for the bill. 

Senator STenNIs. Very well, you may proceed. 

General Rentz. The first command we are coming to, Mr. Chair- 
man, is the Air Defense Command. The mission of this command 
is to provide for the air defense of the continental United States. 

This program contains a request for $118,255,000 and provides 
operating facilities at 28 locations. Included within this total is an 
amount of approximately $14 million to provide facilities in support 
of Strategic Air Command heavy and medium bomber squadrons at 
3 locations. 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES ATR DEFENSE COMMAND 
DULUTH AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Ewnank. Mr. Chairman, page 12, the first base is Duluth 
Municipal Airport, Minn. Perhaps it might be well to take a brief 
look sat the format of this page before going through, if it is the chair- 
man’s desire. 

You will notice a considerable bit of the material on this page is 
classified and we will limit our discussion of course here to unclassified 
type of discussion. 

The mission of the field is located on the left hand side of the sheet. 
At the top you have the airport, the State, the location of county and 
the date that the field was actually occupied, in this case 1951. 

Directly below that you have personnel strengths, and then below 
that you have the inventory, which is new this year. It shows you the 
inventory as of June 30, 1956, at Duluth, and you see the figure there 
of $9,360,000. 

The next line also indicates the authorization that this committee 
has approved, but which we have not as yet picked up in our inven- 
tory, which amounts to 4.7 million. 

The next shows the authorization in this request which totals $44 
million, nearly 4.5. 

Then the last one is of course the estimated future authorization 
which gives you the ultimate cost that we expect will be required for 
Duluth under this particular mission. 

Then of course we go right down into the line items, and there is 
one other difference this year in that we show the inventory, the addi- 
tional amount required, then the amount that is actually under con- 
struction through prior years’ authorizations. 

The next column then gives you the scope of the new authorizations 
in this bill, and in the last column the dollars required. 
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At Duluth, Mr. Chairman, the two major items here are a replace- 
ment item of the primary instrument runway and classified ammuni- 
tion storage. 

Senator STeNNIs. Pardon me now, is this page 13 just a continua- 
tion of items here ? 

Colonel Ewpanx. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. You are asking for a total of $4,499,000 at Duluth ? 

Colonel Ewrsanx. That is right, and that is at the bottom of the 
page. We have another item here, Mr. Chairman, that we would like 
to bring up to your attention. That is the electric distribution facility 
on page 13. I believe that this is an item that you are familiar with 
and that you have become asquainted within the past. This actually 
provides elec ‘trical outlets for the F—102’s and F-106 type aircraft, the 
new century series fighters in the field maintenance hangar which is 
used to keep the elec tronic equipment going and it is used in the testing 
of the electronic equipment during maintenance periods. 

Perhaps you would like to go into that a little further. 

General Renz. I would like to say a few words on that, Mr. Chair- 
man. ‘This is the second increment of ramp electrification. The first 
increment was submitted to this committee by letter using section 
302(b), Public Law 968. This is the second increment, and we have 
in this program ramp electrification at 26 bases. 

Since it is a new item to be presented to the committee, and such a 
repetitive item, I would like with the permission of the chairman at 
this time to introduce Colonel Van Mullem, who could show you ex- 
actly the layout of these electrical outlets and why it is an operational 
requirement. 

Senator Stennis. All right; if you think this will cover all of them. 

Come around, Colonel. 

General Rentz. Colonel Van Mullem, this is an open hearing. 

Colonel Van Mouuuem. This is on the electric distribution, Mr. 
Chairman, on the flying line of the 26 Air Defense Command bases. 
This is to operate the ground support equipment for our Century 
Series interceptors, the 101, 106 and so forth. Here you see a typical 
layout of this electric distribution at an air base such as Duluth. We 
have four of these outlets, in each one of these alert hangars where we 
keep four of our aircraft on constant alert. 

We have here seven more outlets, groups of outlets of three on the 
parking apron where we can keep a total of 14 additional aircraft in 
a constant state of readiness by having this electrical power hooked 
up to the airplane at all times. 

Back here in the field maintenance hangar we have another group of 
outlets which also supply power for our maintenance and check out 
work in this area. These outlets will also provide power for electric 
air conditioners which are also necessary for environmental and tem- 
perature control of the sensitive equipment in the Century series air- 
craft. 

Senator Casr. What will be your source of power? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. Commercial power, sir. This will take the 
place of a large number of motor-driven generators which are really 
unsatisfactory for aircraft of this type. 

Senator Stennis. Is this a warmup? 

Senator Case. In case of power failure what would you depend on? 
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Colonel Van Mutiem. We will have to have a few of these motor- 
driven generators to back up the commercial distribution system in 
case of power failure. 

Senator Casr. Does the estimate include the funding of the standby 
motor-driven generators. 

General Renvrz. No, sir, it does not. 

Senator Casr. Would they be provided at the same time that this 
distribution system for which you do request funding? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, they would be. There is under project 200 
series money. It is not 300 series money they would be supplied from. 
Senator Casr. So that they will be installed at the same time? 

General Rentz. They are using some of them now, and they will 
be installed or available at the same time we put this ramp electrifica- 
tion in. 

Colonel Van Mutiem. These are not installed items, sir. 

These are mobile type generators. 

Senator Casr. When they are on board so to speak you are going to 
have the standby power at the same time? 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Senator Caspr. Or will you rely upon commercial power? 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Colonel Van Moutiem. Our primary reliance will be on commercial 
power and this will be just a standby measure. We will also use 
these units when we do not have this source of power but it will be 
very minor. 

Senator Casr. I am trying to define, General Rentz, what the policy 
of the Air Force is, what the policy of the Defense Department is, 
with respect to standby power. 

In connection with some other hearings we have had a different 
position taken by another branch of the service than apparently is 
being followed by the Air Force in certain installations, but I will go 
into that more when we come to another heari ing. 

General Rentz. I can furnish that for the record. 

(The following information was furnished and is printed below:) 

DOD policy on standby or emergency electric power supply is outlined in DOD 
Directive 416.2 of October 15, 1954, subject: “Objectives and policies relating to 
the real property maintenance and utilities and operations program,” which 
states in paragraph H, “Utilities,” subparagraph 3, that “Standby, emergency, or 
alternate facilities will be installed and maintained only as necessary to meet 
departmental ees operational requirements.” 

Senator Stennis. Let me ask a general question here. 

This is your w iain: This is to keep the engine warm; is that it? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. Not the airplane engines; no, sir. This is 
to check out and keep your electronic gear in the aircraft in wor king 
condition and to make the maintenance checks of this equipment. 

This is where we will perform the majority of our flight-line main- 
tenance, right in this area, utilizing these power facilities here, and 
also in case of emergency. 

Senator Srennis. Your electronics, is that confined to your elec- 
tronics problem there, keeping that in condition ? 

Colonel Van Muuiem. Primarily, yes, sir, it is. It may also be 


used for starting if the aircraft are equipped with an electric starter. 


Senator Stennis. You mean start the motor? 
Colonel Van Muttem. Starting the airplane motor. 
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Senator Stennis. AJ] of them have electric starters; don’t they? 

Colonel Van Mutuem. No, sir. A lot of them have air-driven 
starters and cartridge starters. We have several types. 

Senator Stennis. How do you get along without these? 

You don’t have them now. What do you do? 

How do you get along without them ? 

Colonel Van Mute. Well, sir, we are just beginning to receive 
this type of airplane in our inventory. The 102’s are just coming in. 

Mr. BeLiev. Are these not for the 100 series fighters? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. No, sir, this is not a plicable to the F-100 
fighter. It is applicable to the 102, 101—B, the ail. weather fighter with 
the heavy electronics gear in it and the 106. 

Mr. BeLiev. Don’t you use the gaperal term 100 series fighters? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Century series 

Colonel Van Mutiem. The 100 airplane is a fighter bomber or day 
fighter. It is not an air defense fighter. 

Mr. BreLirv. Your interceptors _ especially are usually dependent 
on their electronic, gear, are they not, for their operation ? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiru. When they are operational, the motor provides the 
electricity. On the ground, however, you have to calibrate this equip- 
ment very precisely ; : do you not? 

Colonel Van Muttem. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. You cannot have the motor running in these sheds or 
hangars, or whatever you call them, so now you use these outlets for 
that calibration ; isn’t that correct ? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. That is correct. 

Senator Srennts. Is this something you must have or is it something 
you would like to have ? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. This is a must, sir. We have to work on 
this equipment, and it must be controlled as far as the temperature is 
concerned and the humidity. A rain shower, for instance, could put 
this equipment out of commission if it were not properly controlled 
humiditywise and temperaturewise. 

Senator Stennis. What keeps them from going out of commission 
when it goes up? 

Colonel Van Mutuem. Sir, they are fairly well covered, and the 
aircraft itself has conditioning equipment in it when it is flying, but 
it depends for its source of power on the motor. The motor is not 
running in this case when it is on the ramp. 

Senator Stennis. And this is designed for this special type of plane 
that is just coming into use ? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And that is why you must have them now and 
why you have been able to get along without them? 

Colonel Van Mutiem. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. I might mention, Mr. Chairman, that General Part- 
ridge, the Commander ‘of CON AD, has made a personal plea for this 

roject. He says that his operation is going to suffer considerably 
if we cannot provide this ramp power. 

Senator Stennis. You say made a special plea. Did they allow 
him all he asked for? 

Mr. Ferry. I think, sir, that I might enter if T may, Senator. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, Mr. Ferry. 
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Mr. Ferry. There are two possibilities of providing this power to 
the engines and to the electronic gear. One is by the central distr ibu- 
tion system with outlets as the colonel here has described, and the 
other is by individual, portable generator units which can be dragged 
around from airplane to air plane. 

Right now we are using, where we have these special airplanes in 
place, we are using the portable equipment. It is very unsatisfactory, 
It raises the problem of cluttering up our ramps w ith this equipment. 
It has a high maintenance cost and it is a thoroughly unsatisfactory 
way with delays and such of doing our job. 

General Partridge has been doing it with this portable equipment 
to date. He finds it so unsatisfactory he came in and made a special 
plea to be allowed to have this central generator supply with the dis- 
tribution system to be used for the airplanes in the present positions. 

We looked at it with great skepticism, I personally, but I finally 
convinced myself that it was an economical thing to do. 

Senator Casr. General Rentz, is the cost item per installation rep- 

resented by this figure you have down for Duluth ? 

General Rentz. This is only for the maintenance hangar, Senator 
Case. In our previous request under 302-B, the other facilities for 
Duluth were included, so this is strictly for the maintenance hangars. 

Senator Case. I am referring particularly to this electric distribu- 
tion. 

Mr. BeLrev. This $15,000 item in the left-hand column of page 13% 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Senator Casr. What does the $15,000 cover ? 

General Rentz. That is the electrical outlet in the maintenance 
hangar only. Will you point that out ? 

Colonel VAN Mutiem. Yes, sir, these outlets here. 

Senator Casr. That does not represent the total cost of installing 
this. 

General Rentz. No, sir, it does not. An average cost is what, Mr. 
Williams? 

Mr. WituiaMs. $272,000, 

General Rentz. $272,000 which includes the power not only in the 
maintenance hangers covered here but also in the alert hangars and 
also on the ramp for the ready aircraft. 

Senator Casr. So you are referring to what General Partridge 

rants. He wants the $272,000 worth of ¢ equipment ? 

General Renrz. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. Is that amount in this bill? 

General Rentz. No, sir, that is the average cost per squadron. 

Senator Stennis. Per squadron ? 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. How much are you asking for in this bill? 
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General Rentz. $5 million in the bill for this ramp electrification. 

Senator Casr. In the several installations? 

General Renrz. On 26 bases. 

Senator Casr. Of the Defense Command ? 

General Renz. That is right. 

Senator Casr. That is one increment. 

How many increments will there be? 

General Rentz. The increment that we submitted under section 
302 (6) of Public Law 968 totaled approximately $8 million, and that 
was on 30 installations. This is on an additional 25 installations, and 
should in substance complete this type of power for ADC. 

Senator Stennis. So it would be a $13 million job? 

General Renrz. In the two packages, yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, if we do not do that now will you con- 
tinue to use the portables ? 

General Renz. I would like the colonel to continue and show you 
the comparison between using the portables and using this type of 
outlet. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, but this question is pertinent right now. If 
you don’t get this, will you continue using the portables 

Is that right ? 

General Rentz. We will have to continue using the portables and 
have to go to a manufacturer to see if they cannot develop a more re- 
liable portable than we are now using. 

Senator Srennts. How many more portables will you have to buy 
if youstay on that? Do you have an estimate on that? 

Mr. Witt1ms. Probably 100 percent more than what we are buying 
at the present time. 

Senator Srennis. That is very illuminating. How many are you 
buying now? 

Mr. WituraMs. I don’t know the quantity at the present time, sir. 

Senator Stennis. But you do know it will be a hundred percent in- 
crease. Can anybody supply that ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we certainly can, Mr. Chairman. We will 
supply that for the record. 

Senator Stennis. Don’t you have an idea now while our minds are 
on it? 

You say you will have to increase 100 percent but no one knows 
what you have? 

Mr. Wu1AMs. No, sir. We can have that information and present 
it to you as the hearings continue, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s get a comparison of the cost. 

That is a legitimate inquiry I think. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And then we can make a comparison between the 
old and the new from a physical standpoint and then from a cost 
standpoint. 
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(The information was subsequently submitted and is as follows:) 


GROUND Support EQUIPMENT 


Following are total additional pieces of pertinent gasoline engine driven ground 
support equipment which will be required if the electric distribution systems are 
not provided. 


Requirement for engine driven equipment—Based on the number of squadrons 
presently programed for 4th quarter fiscal year 1960 





| 
| With electric distribu- | Without electric dis- 
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Under the continuous operating conditions required of this equipment, the 
engine-driven equipment will not maintain the required frequency control. In 
addition, engine-driven equipment used inside hangars and shelters creates a fire 
hazard and generates excessive noise. 

Mr. Witu1aMs. There are factors in favor of the motor-driven equip- 
ment and the engine-driven equipment. Essentially in favor of the 
motor-driven equipment there is a lower initial cost. If we supply these 
bases that we are talking about with the electric distribution system and 
provide them with the electric motor-driven equipment plus a quantity 
of engine-driven equipment as backup, we will be saving in essence ap- 
proximately $131,000 per squadron in initial procurement cost over 
providing them with complete engine-driven equipment. That is one 
factor in favor of this. 

Senator Stennis. The engine driven is the old type. 

Mr. WittiaMs. Right, sir. Then in addition to that, from an eco- 
nomic standpoint we have a lower maintenance cost on the electric-mo- 
tor-driven equipment than we do on the engine-driven equipment. Es- 
sentially it is the difference between maintaining an electric motor and 
maintaining a gasolineengine. You can see that it would be cheaper to 
do that, to maintain an electric motor. It would average out at about 
$34, 000° per squadron per year. Therefore, with these two factors alone, 
from an economic standpoint, within 4 years we will have saved the 
amount of the cost of the construction installation at the squadron. 

Then there are other factors from an operational standpoint that are 
essential tous. That is the frequency control. The fire-control systems 
in these aircraft require a very close frequency control and I cannot get 
into that for security reasons, but the frequency, that is such as the 
60-cycle frequency we have in our lights, in these fire-control systems it 
is a high frequency and must be controlled ver y minutely. 

The electric-motor-driven equipment will give that control to us. 
The engine-driven equipment will not do it under the continuous op- 
erating conditions that we will be imposing upon the equipment in 
these operations. 

In addition to that, with the gasoline-engine-driven equipment using 
them inside alert hangars and inside the ready shelters on the apron, 
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we will be introducing a fire hazard that we will not have with the 
electric-driven equipment with explosion-proof motors and so forth. | 

Then one factor that is very close to our hearts is the amount of noise 

nerated inside one of these shelters by a gasoline engine operating. 

f course on the other side of the picture, in favor of the engine driven, 
we would have no construction program because we would have no 
outlets to worry about. And we would have mobility in that you could 
take it anywhere you want to. But we feel that these requirements far 
outbalance the advantages to be gained by the engine-driven equip- 
ment both from an economic and an operational standpoint. 

Mr. BeLrev. Did you say $131,000 per squadron saving? 

Mr. Wiiu1AMs. Initial procurement cost. 

Mr. BeLtev. I imagine the number of squadrons is classified but 
ou said 26 bases. That would be $3,930,000 savings in your estimate 
ere if you just had 1 squadron each for the 26 bases. 

Mr. Witu1aMs. The 26 bases that General Rentz was talking about, 
sir, is composed of some of this partial increment that Senator Case 
mentioned. The $15,000, The cost comes out to 5 million when the 
$15,000 packages are included, so it is not a true comparison. If you 
made it toward the total of $13 million, it would come out that we 
could amortize this cost in four years. That is, amortize the cost of 
construction in 4 years. 

Mr. BeLrev. That is about 3 or 4 million a year? 

Senator Case. Is it a question of alternatives, that is if you do not 
have the motor-driven, do you have to have the engine-driven ? 

Mr. Wituiams. We are going to have to have something; yes. 

Senator Casr. And that is in addition to what you now have when 
you bring in the new planes ? 

Colonel Van Mutuem. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I am surprised that a cumbersome requirement 
like this would make your delicate electronics gear work, if I under- 
stand it correctly, that is that you would have to have anything of 
this kind, either engine-driven or motor-driven. 

Isthere anything further on that ? 

General Rentz. Yes, I would like to mention one other point, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The electronic gear in these aircraft generate a tremendous amount 
of heat. Therefore it is necessary to have air-conditioning equipment 
in these airplanes, so one of the main purposes of this power is to 
drive the air-conditioning equipment in order that we can operate 
the electronic equipment while the airplane is on the ground. 

Senator Casr. If the airplane were operating, you would not use this 
if you were flying ? 

General Rentz. It has its own air conditioning. 

Senator Casr. This is so you can work on the plane without having 
to start up the plane ? 

General Rentz. That is right and check the airplane out without 
having the engine-driven equipment running. 

Senator Stennis. This was up before the Appropriations Commit- 
tee as I recall, and it had pretty rough going, so you had better make 
a complete showing here on it. 

General Rentz. That is the reason I had Colonel Van Mullen and 
Mr. Williams over, Mr. Chairman, to present the entire picture. 
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Senator Srennis. Mr. Secretary, we appreciate your statement 
about it too. Iam glad you have gone into it. Anything else, Senator 
Case, on this? 

All right, let’s proceed to the next item, gentlemen. 


DULUTH MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 


General Rentz. Duluth Municipal Airport. The first of these loca- 
tions is Duluth Municipal Airport. Duluth, Minn., is located approxi- 
mately 4 miles southwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an air defense command fighter- 
interceptor mission and as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $4,499,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of the replacement of a portion of the primary instru- 
ment runway, an aircraft wash rack, aviation fuel and ammunition 
storage, electric power outlets in the field maintenance hangar for sup- 
port of jet aircraft, troop housing, committee and recreational facil- 
ities, and an addition to the base he ating plant. 

Colonel Ewrank. Those are the main highlighted items, Mr. Chair- 
man, at Duluth. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I have one other question. 

Are the thousands omitted only in the final column, the H column? 

Colonel Ewranx. Yes, sir, the scope as you see it in the next to the 
last column is the true figure. There are no zeros omitted. 

Senator Case. Is the first item a replacement ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The first item may be considered a replacement, 
rehabilitation of the runway. The runway at Duluth was actu: lly 
built, the original part of the runway, 5, 700 feet was built over a 
peat- -bog area, and it is subject to very serious frost heaves during 
the spring thaw. That is an item with which we have been having 

a great deal of trouble and it causes us to maintain a sweeping unit on 
the runw ay constantly in order to keep the debris off the runway. 

It also gives you a series of undulations in the runway which is ae- 
tually dangerous for high-speed aircraft during takeoff and landing. 

Senator Case. Is this still being used by Duluth as a munic ipal air- 
port? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; this is the municipal airport, Senator 
Case, and it is a joint-use field. 

Senator Case. Is the city or Civil Aeronautics making any contribu- 
tion toward the replacement of the runway ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir; in this case they are not. 

Senator Caspr. Is the existing paving adequate for the municipal 
uses ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. I would say so for the type of aircraft that are 
flying in there, the C-54, C-47 type aircraft, DC-3 and DC-4 type. 

Senator Case. So that the Air Force e accepts the proposition that 
the only reason for the replacement of the runway is the requirements 
of the military aircraft. 

Colonel Ewrank. That is correct at this time. 

I would say this: That perhaps maybe in years to come that as we 
eet into different types of high- speed commercial aircraft, the city 
would have to do this, but we are faced right now with accepting F-106 
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type aircraft during this period, and something must be done with 
the runway. 

Senator Stennis. All right; anything further on this one ? 

Senator Case. Are you building a new theater there ? 

Colonel Ewspank. Yes, sir; there is no theater available now. Right 
now at Duluth they are showing their movies in a messhall. 

Senator Case. Where is the airport located with reference to the 
city ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. It is located about 7 miles west of Duluth. 

Senator Case. Is the housing on the municipal airport 

Colonel Ewsank. Our housing, troop housing, cantonment area do 
you refer to, Senator Case ¢ 

Senator Case, Yes. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir; it is. It is right on the edge you might 
say. 

Senator Case. Is there an outdoor drive-in theater bet ween the town 
and the airport ? 

Colonel Ewpank. I can’t answer that, Senator. 

Senator Case. While I am very sympathetic with providing recre- 
ational facilities for isolated places, 1 am not sympathetic to building 
theaters under an austere budget where they are competitive with 
commercial theaters close to the troop housing. 

If we are going to apply some of the tests that apparently we are 
applying with respect to appropriations this year, I think all theaters 
that are competitive with nearby commercial theaters will have to 
receive special justification, as far as 1 am concerned. 

Colonel Ewsank. Of course during the winter months in the Du- 
luth area, Senator, a drive-in theater near the base would not be of 
much‘ use. 

Senator Stennis. Give us further proof on this if you will, Colonel, 
on how far it is from the theater. What else do you use the theater 
on the base for besides movies ? 

General Rentz. I would like to mention that the theater is used 
extensively for other than movies. It is really the only structure on 
the base where the commander can get the majority of his troops to- 
gether to have the commander’s call. It is used by the chaplain, and 
by all the personnel service representatives to talk to the troops at one 
time. We do not have any structure on the base where we can do this 
outside of the theater, and I would say that theaters are used every 
day besides being used for movies. 

Senator Stennis. No auditorium or anything like that ¢ 
' General Renz. No, sir. 

Colonel Ewsank. No, sir; nothing along that nature in Duluth at 
all. In fact they are required to use their messhall for—— 

Senator Case. Is there a chapel ? 

Colonel Eweank. Yes, sir; there is a chapel there. Of course, it is a 
mobilization-type chapel at Duluth. 

Senator Case. Yesterday when we were being given the overall fig- 
ures and the percentages for different categories, I noted that the re- 
search and development was 2.8 percent of the overall requests as 
compared with 19 percent in a prior year. 

Senator Stennis. What item is that? 
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Senator Casg. On research and development, and the reason I call 
attention to that is because in the breakdown of percentages, housing 
and community facilities in this title of this bill are 17.4 percent. 

If we are going to have a drop in research and development repre- 
sented by a drop from 19 percent to 2.8, then I think we are going to 
have to examine the community facilities rather carefully. 

General Rentz. That would appear very obvious from those figures 
furnished yesterday, Senator, but I would also like to mention that 
the percentage last year was built up considerably by including a clas- 
sified project for 163 million in the R. and D. portion of the bill. That 
raises the R. and D. to 19 percent last year. 

As Secretary Douglas stated yesterday, there are two large R. and D. 
projects that still have not been settled as yet, and, as the Secretary 
stated, it may be necessary to come in for supplemental authorization 
on those two items. 

Senator Stennis. Is it possible that you have almost what you need 
with reference to this R. and D. equipment except what you mention 
there ? 

General Rentz. I don’t think, Mr. Chairman, you can gage the 
R. and D. effort entirely by the amount of funds requested in the con- 
struction bill. 

Senator Stennis. I say for construction purposes, do you perhaps 
have about all you need for the present with the exception of what 
you mentioned there ¢ 

General Rentz. We have made good progress toward getting all we 
need, espectially on the testing of rocket engines and so forth for mis- 
siles that we had in previous programs. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Senator Casr. One other question, Mr. Chairman. 

What do you have in the way of post exchange or commissary store 
on this base at the present time ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. As far as the commissary store is concerned, Sena- 
tor Case, there actually is no commissary store available at all now. 
There are 105 family houses at Duluth actually under construction, 
and 270 units are planned under title VIII Capehart construction. 

It is necessary that any shopping that is done by the families who 
would be there would have to be done in the city of Duluth, which rep- 
resents about a 15-mile round trip. 

Senator Casr. Are there no stores immediately adjacent to the air- 

ort ? 
‘ Colonel Ewrnank. No, sir; not that I recall. There is no shopping 
center immediately adjacent to the airport. I don’t know about 
any other. 

General Rentz. Our information, Senator Case, is that it is 8 miles 
to the nearest store. 

Mr. BeLiaev. In the total Air Force new authorization request of 
about $803 million, I notice on 1 chart here that housing and commu- 
nity facilities total $141 million. 

These 2 items, $200,000 for the store and commissary and $258,000 
for the store and base theater come from that $141 million; is that 
right? 

Colone Ewsank. That is correct ? 

Senator Casr. And that is 17.4 percent of your entire program ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. You struck out your exchange facilities item here. 

Is that additional? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is additional. That is an item which had 
been deferred by the reviewing authorities who looked at the program 
after the books had been printed. It is an addition to an existing 
exchange facility. ’ 

Senator Srennis. What total do you have here for commissary and 
exchange facilities? How much is in the bill? 

General Renvz. In the entire bill, Mr. Chairman, the religious and 
the recreational facilities total $47 million. That is the total bill. 

Senator Stennis. I was going to ask you that next but the question 
I asked was about the stores or commissaries and the exchange facili- 
ties, how much is in the bill ? 

General Renz. I can give you that detailed information, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Stennis. I just want the total now. 

General Rentz. The total on commissaries is $8 million; on theaters, 
$2.7 million ; on post exchanges, $4.3 million. 

Senator Case. How long have you had military personnel at that 
base ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. Since 1951, Senator Case. 

Senator Case. Since 1951? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. What have the families been doing for a store since 
1951? 

Colonel Ewsank. They have had to shop in Duluth. 

Senator Case. What is the 5,100 square feet in exchange facilities 
presently used for ? 

Colonel Ewsank. It is presently used for a post exchange. 

Senator Casz. What do they sell at the post exchange? 

Colonel Ewnank. They do not sell the food items that you can nor- 
mally go to a store and buy. They carry necessities, such as shaving 
equipment needs, reading material, tobacco, and other items of non- 
perishable types. 

General Renvz. Another thing I would like to bring out, Senator 
Case, on that question you mentioned about where the families shop. 
We are putting under construction now 105 units of family housing, 
and that will concentrate the people more on the base, where previously 
they were scattered throughout the surrounding territory, and we have 
940 additional units of title VILL housing programed for Duluth. 

Senator Casr. Do you have a sponsor for that? 

Are you referring to Capehart housing? 

General Renrz. That is right. I can give you the exact status of 
those 240 units. They are just t under design. 

They have already been approved by this committee. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Senator, have you completed your 
questions? Next item, then. 


ETHAN ALLEN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. Ethan Allen Air Force Base—the second of these 
locations, Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Burlington, Vt., is located 
approximately 2 miles west southw est of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an air defense command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

93272—57——12 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $723,000. 

All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of an addition to the flight simulator training build- 
ing, an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop, aviation fuel stor- 
age, modification of an existing building for use as a commissary 
store, and an addition to the officers’ open mess. 

Colonel Ewrank. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is Ethan Allen 
Air Force Base on page 26 in your book. 

Senator Srennis. While you are turning to that, I want to commend 
you for the form you have here on the pages this time. 

As I remember, Senator Case made some suggestions here a couple 
of years ago. I believe you have incorporated them, as well as some 
of your own. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir: this committee made recommendations 
that have been incorporated into this new form. 

Just taking a minute, I would like to explain that where we had a 
project, giving the unit of measurement, and then if Senator Case will 
remember, he questioned the others that made up the total of the 
project. 

Now we break the others down in the brief dese ription of 7 project 
and then we break the utilities out separately, s¢ so I think it gives a 
better picture of the entire project, Senator Case. 

Senator Srennis. Very good. 

All right, make your general statement now on Ethan Allen Air 
Force Base. 

Colonel Ewsanx. All right, Mr. Chairman. 

At Ethan Allen we are requesting $723,000 of new authorizations. 
The major items are for an engine inspection repair shop, a com- 
missary food store, and an addition to the officers’ open mess. ‘Those 
are the main items in the program. 

Senator Srennis. What is your tots al ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The total is $723,000 of new authorization request 
for Ethan Allen Air Force Base. 

Senator Casg. Now again why do we come in for a commissary store 
at a base which has been occupied since 1892 ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Senator Case, this is a modification project. It 
is modifying an old permanent masonry building that was built years 
ago as a motor vehicle storage building. Rather than going to the 
expense of building a new one, we are modifyi ing the existing fac ility 
so we can have a commissary there. 

Senator Case. What is the special need for a commissary now 
when you have gotten along since 1892 without one ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Sir, the Air Force occupied this installation in 
1951. The 1892 date was when the installation was constructed as 
an old Army post. 

Senator Cas. What special need exists for 1968 that has not existed 
between 1951 and 1958 ? 

Colonel Ewrank. The need arises because of family housing that 
we have coming in there. 

Mr. JAcozs. Family housing is not a serious problem at that base. 
There is no Capehart. 

Colonel Eweank. Do we have anything there at all for the people? 
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Mr, Jacoss. It is listed as limited at a moderately high price. 

Senator Case. Have the businessmen at St. Albans made any repre- 
sentation on this matter ¢ 

General Rentz. Not to our knowledge, no, sir. 

I would also like to mention, Senator, that the old structure was 
built in 1941 and is beyond economical repair, and will be razed upon 
approval of this project. ; 

Senator Stennis. I tell you, gentlemen, I never have been convinced 
that when you are selling groceries you should not charge enough to 
amortize the cost of your building. It never has seemed right to me 
for the Government to use appropriated funds to build a store to sell 
goods in. 

You can put up the money all right, but it seems to me that there 
should be an extra charge added to what you sell to amortize the 
building. 

Senator Casr. Mr. Chairman, I note that on page 30 in the break- 
down on the commissary project this sentence appears: 

Personnel must travel to Essex Junction, 2 miles, or Burlington, 6 miles, to do 
their Shopping. 

Senator Stennis. All right, anything further, gentlemen, on this, 
or any further questions, Senator Case ? 

Senator Case. I would like to ask if General Rentz could give us a 
breakdown between the commissary facilities that are new and those 
for existing bases which are replacements for existing facilities, 

General Renz. Modifications or additions to existing commissaries ? 

Senator Case. Of course here you speak of this as if 1t were a modifi- 
cation of something existing, but it does not seem to me that it actually 
exists, since you don’t have one there at the present time. 

You are going to use an old building. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Senator Case. But still it will cost $129,000 to do that where you 
have not had any up to this time ? 

General Renrz. We will furnish that information, Senator Case. 

(The matter referred to is as follows :) 


LIST OF AIR FORCE COMMISSARIES REQUESTED IN S. 1940 
AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 
DULUTH AIR FORCE BASE 


Duluth Air Force Base, Minn., has been occupied by the Air Force since March 
1951. In the 1958 military-construction program we are requesting a new com- 
missary store of 7,600 square feet for $200,000. Approximately 3,260 square 
feet of a mobilization-type dining hall is presently being used as a commissary. 

The closest store is approximately 6.5 miles from the base. The city limits of 
Duluth are approximately 4 miles from the base. 

The military-personnel strength will increase by 585 people from the present 
strength by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 105 existing and programed 
appropriated fund family housing units and 14 existing trailer units. There 
also are programed 240 Capehart family housing units. 


ETHAN ALLEN AIR FORCE BASE 


Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Vt., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
September 1952. In the 1958 military-construction program the Air Force is 
requesting $129,000 to modify a permanent-type masonry structure to be used 
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as a commissary. The existing commissary is in part of a warehouse and uti- 
lizing about 6,500 square feet of the warehouse space. 

The closest store is approximately 2.7 miles from the base. The city limits 
of Burlington are approximately 2 miles from the base. 

There is a slight increase of 70 people from the present military-personnel 
strength to the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

There is a definite need for the commissary due to the 225 existing appropri- 
ated family housing units. 

GEIGER AIR FORCE BASE 


Geiger Air Force Base, Wash., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
February 1951. 

In this program the Air Force is requesting a new 7,600-square-foot commis- 
sary store for $179,000. There is no existing commissary on this base. 

The closest store is approximately 6.5 miles from the base. Spokane is approx- 
imately 6.5 miles from the base. 

There will be a slight decrease of 302 people from the present military strength 
to the end of 1960 fiscal year strength. 

At this base we have 75 existing and programed appropriated family housing 
units and programed 228 Capehart family housing units. 


GRANDVIEW AIR FORCE BASE 


Grandview Air Force Base, Mo., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
October 1952. In the 1958 military-construction program the Air Force is re- 
questing a new 11,168-square-foot commissary store for $206,000. There is no 
existing commissary on this base. 

The closest store is approximately 5 miles from the base. The Grandview city 
limits are 4.5 miles from the base. 

There will be an increase of 1,532 military personnel from the present military 
strength to the proposed fiscal year 1960 strength. 

Grandview Air Force Base has only five existing appropriated family housing 
units but has programed 610 Capehart family housing units. 


KINROSS AIR FORCE BASE 


Kinross Air Force Base, Mich., has been occupied by the Air Force since Octo- 
ber 1952. In the 1958 military-construction program we are requesting a com- 
missary store of 7,600 square feet for $172,000. Existing commissary is in old 
NCO open mess mobilization-type building of 1,440 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 23.5 miles from the base. Sault Ste Marie 
is approximately 25 miles from the base. 

There is a very slight increase of 18 military personnel from the present mili- 
tary strength to the fiscal year 1960 strength. 

One hundred and ninety-five family housing units are existing and/or pro- 
gramed from appropriated funds and there also are 39 existing trailer units. 


M’GHEE-TYSON AIR FORCE BASE 


McGhee-Tyson Air Force Base, Tenn., has been occupied by the Air Force 
since April 1951. In the 1958 military-construction program the Air Force is 
requesting a new 1,600-square-foot commissary store for $151,000. Existing 
commissary is in mobilization-type warehouse of 4,024 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 6.8 miles from the base. Maryville, Tenn., 
is 7 miles from the base. 

This base has a slight decrease of 50 military personnel from the present 
military strength to the fiscal year 1960 strength. 

There are 5 existing appropriated family housing units and in addition 
McGhee-Tyson has programed 181 Capehart family housing units. 


MINOT AIR FORCE BASE 


Minot Air Force Base, N. Dak., a new base, has not been occupied as yet by 
the Air Force. The first units are due to arrive during the second quarter of 
fiscal year 1959. The Air Force is requesting a new 11,168-square-foot commis- 
sary for $263,000. There is no existing commissary on the base. 

The closest store is approximately 13 miles from the base. The Minot city 
limits are approximately 11 miles from the base. 
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This base will have a complement of 2,449 military personnel. 
The need for the commissary store is emphasized by the programing of 644 
Capehart family housing units. 









NIAGARA FALLS AIR FORCE BASE 






Niagara Falls Air Force Base, N. Y., has been occupied by the Air Force 
since March 1951. The Air Force is requesting in the fiscal year 1959 military- 
construction program a 7,600-square-foot new commissary for $150,000. Exist- 
ing commissary is in an old mobilization-type warehouse of 8,400 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 5 miles from the base. Niagara Falls city 
limits are approximately 3 miles from the base. 

There will be a slight increase of 192 military personnel from the present mili- 
tary strength to the fiscal year 1960 end position. 

There are existing from appropriated funds 5 family housing units and 32 j 
trailer units. There are programed 290 Capehart family housing units that 
will be using the commissary. 














OTIS AIR FORCE BASE 






Otis Air Force Base, Mass., has been occupied by the Air Force since Septem- 
ber 1947. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program the Air Force 
is requesting 7,600-square-foot addition to the 10,500-square-foot commissary 
which is now under construction. This will provide the base with an adequate 
commissary. The present existing commissary is in an old deteriorated mobili- 
zation-type structure of 9,000 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 8 miles from the base. Falmouth city 
limits are approximately 7 miles from the base. 

At this base there is a slight decrease of 343 military personnel from the pres- 
ent military personnel to the fiscal year 1960 end position. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 1,226 existing and pro- 
gramed appropriated fund family housing units. 













SELFRIDGE AIR FORCE BASE 







Selfridge Air Force Base, Mich., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
July 1917. The Air Force is requesting a new 11,168-square-foot commissary 
for $257,000. Existing commissary is in old mobilization-type warehouse of 
4,555 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 4.0 miles from the base. Mount Clemens 
city limits are approximately 3 miles from the base. 

There will be a slight increase of 580 military personnel from the present 
military strength to the fiscal year 1960 end position. 

There are existing 180 family housing units from appropriated funds, 511 
Wherry units, 152 Lanham Act housing units, and 72 trailer units. 











SUFFOLK COUNTY AIR FORCE BASE 







Suffolk County Air Force Base, N. Y., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
April 1951. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program the Air Force is 
requesting a 7,600-square-foot new commissary for $178,000. Existing commis- 
sary is in old temporary-type officers’ open mess of 6,956 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 4 miles from the base. Westhampton 
Beach city limits are approximately 2 miles from the base. 

The military-personnel strength will increase slightly by 312 people from the 
present strength to the fiscal year 1960 end position. 

There are only 5 family housing units from appropriated funds existing, but 
there are 350 Capehart family housing units programed at the base. 










AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 








PATRICK AIR FORCE BASE 






Patrick Air Force Base, Fla., has been occupied by the Air Force since Sep- 
tember 1949. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are re- 
questing a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $459,000. (The base 
is presently using an old small deteriorated mobilization-type barracks that 
has 3,621 square feet. This existing facility is very inadequate.) 
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The closest store is approximately 16.4 miles from the base. The city limits 
of Cocoa, Fla., are approximatély 15 miles from Patrick Air Force Base. 

Military-personnel strength will increase by 2,341 people from the present 
base population by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 41 existing appropriated 
fund family housing units and 680 existing Wherry housing units. There also 
are programed 999 Capehart family housing units. 


Arr TRAINING COMMAND 
JAMES CONNALLY AIR FORCE BASE 


James Connally Air Force Base, Tex., has been occupied by the Air Force 
since August 1948. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are 
requesting a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $191,000. A small 
deteriorated mobilization-type warehouse of 3,296 square feet is presently being 
used. 

The closest store is approximately 6.5 miles from the base. The city limits 
of Waco are approximately 5 miles from the base. 

Military personnel will increase by 94 people from the present strength by 
the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 500 existing Wherry 
housing units and 1 existing appropriated fund family housing unit. 


M’CONNELL AIR FORCE BASE 


McConnell Air Force Base, Kans., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
June 1951. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are re- 
questing a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $316,000. A mobili- 
zation type warehouse of 8,066 square feet is presently being used. This fa- 
cility will revert back to warehouse use when the new commissary is completed. 

The closest store is approximately 4.1 miles from McConnell Air Force Base. 
The city limits of Wichita are approximately 1 mile from the base. 

Military personnel will increase by 393 people from the present strength by 
the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the nine existing appropriated 
fund family housing units. There also are programed 490 Capehart family 
housing units. 

NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE 


Nellis Air Force Base, Nev., has been occupied by the Air Force since April 
1948. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are requesting 
a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $279,000. The existing com- 
missary is in a converted mobilization-type airmen’s dining hall of 9,912 square 
feet. 

The closest store is approximately 7.4 miles from Nellis Air Force Base. Las 
Vegas is approximately 8 miles from this base. 

Military personnel will decrease by 736 people from the present strength by 
the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for this commissary is emphasized by the 140 existing appropriated 
fund family housing units and 800 Wheery housing units, of which 300 units have 
been assigned to Air Force special weapons project personnel from the Lake 
Mead project. There also are programed 200 Capehart family housing units. 


STEAD AIR FORCE BASE (USED BY AIR FORCE SPECIAL WEAPONS PROJECT) 


Stead Air Force Base, Nev., has been occupied by the Air Force since February 
1952. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are requesting 
a new commissary store of 11,168 square feet for $263,000. Existing commissary 
is in an old warehouse building of approximately 4,500 square feet. This facility 
will revert back to warehouse use when new commissary is completed. 

The closest store is approximately 11 miles from the base and the city limits of 
Reno are approximately 10 miles from Stead Air Force Base. 

Military personnel will increase by 1,228 people from the present strength by 
the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for this commissary is emphasized by the 645 programed Capehart 
family honsing units. 
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SHEPPARD ATR FORCE BASE 


Sheppard Air Force Base, Tex., has been occupied by the Air Force since August 
1948. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are requesting 
a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $242,000. Existing commissary 
is in a Small deteriorated mobilization-type dining hall of 9,925 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 4.3 miles from the base. The city limits of 
Wichita Falls are approximately 3 miles from Sheppard Air Force Base. 

Military-personnel strength will decrease by 305 people from the present base 
population by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 612 existing Wherry housing 
units, 128 trailer units, and 1 appropriated fund family housing unit. 


VINCENT AIR FORCE BASE 


Vincent Air Force Base, Ariz., has been occupied by the Air Force since June 
1951. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are requesting 
a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $303,000. There is no existing 
commissary at this base. 

The closest store is approximately 4 miles from the base. 

Yuma, Ariz., is approximately 4.5 miles from Vincent Air Force Base. 

Military personnel will increase by 686 people from the present strength by 
the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 1 existing appropriated 
fund family housing unit and the programed 320 Capehart family housing units. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


BLYTHEVILLE AIR FORCE BASE 


Blytheville Air Force Base, Ark., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
June 1953. The Air Force is requesting in the fiscal year 1958 military-con- 
struction program a new 7,600-square foot commissary for $211,000. Existing 
commissary is in an old mobilization-type parachute building of 2,250 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 3 miles from the base. Blytheville city 
limits are approximately 3 miles from the base. 

There will be a slight decrease of 269 military personnel from the present 
military strength to the fiscal year 1960 end position. 

There will be 360 Capehart family housing units using the facilities of the 
commissary. 

BUNKER HILL AIR FORCE BASE 


Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Ind., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
March 1954. In the 1958 military-construction program the Air Force is request- 
ing a new 11,168-square feet commissary for $268,000. Existing commissary 
is in mobilization-type warehouse of 13,646 square feet. 

The closest store is approximately 9.5 miles from the base. Peru, Ind., city 
limits are approximately 7.7 miles from the base. 

There is a slight increase of 368 military personnel from the present strength 
to the fiscal year 1960 end position. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 680 Capehart family 
housing units now programed that will be using the commissary. 


CASTLE AIR FORCE BASE 


Castle Air Force Base, Calif., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
August 1947. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are re- 
questing a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $350,000 to replace an 
old tar-papered supply building of 6,208 square feet that is very inadequate. 

The closest store is approximately 2.9 miles from Castle Air Force Base. 
The city limits of Atwater, Calif., are approximately 2.2 miles from the base. 

Military-personnel strength will increase by 923 people from the present base 
population by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 118 existing appropriated 
fund family housing units and 700 Wherry housing units. 
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CLINTON SHERMAN AIR FORCE BASE 


Clinton Sherman Air Force Base, Okla., has been occupied by the Air Force 
since September 1954. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program 
we are requesting a new commissary store of 7,600 square feet for $125,000, 
There is no existing commissary on the base. 

The closest store is approximately 14.5 miles from Clinton Sherman Air Force 
Base. Clinton, Okla., is approximately 22 miles from the base. 

Military-personnel strengths will increase by 1,647 over the present base com- 
plement by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the programed 450 Capehart 
family housing units. 

COLUMBUS AIR FORCE BASE 


Columbus Air Force Base, Miss., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
January 1951. In fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are re- 
questing a new commissary store of 7,600 square feet for $148,000. There is no 
existing commissary on the base. 

The closest store is approximately 10.5 miles from Columbus Air Force Base, 
The city limits of Columbus, Miss., are approximately 9.2 miles from this 
base. 

Military personnel strength will increase by 1,722 people over the present 
military base complement of 200 by the end of fiscal year 1960. 

The need for this commissary is emphasized by the 54 existing appropriated 
fund family housing units. There are also programed 480 Capehart family 
housing units. 

ELLSWORTH AIR FORCE BASE 


Ellsworth Air Force Base, 8S. Dak., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
October 1945. The Air Force is requesting in the fiscal year 1958 military- 
eonstruction program a replacement of 14,588 square feet commissary for $282,000. 
An old mobilization-type messhall of 6,830 square feet is being used at the present. 

The closest store is in a shopping center adjacent to the base. Rapid City, 
S. Dak., is approximately 8 miles from the base. 

There is a decrease of 715 military personnel from the present military strength 
to the fiscal year 1960 end position. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 277 existing appropriated 
fund family housing units and 891 Wherry housing units. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


DONALDSON AIR FORCE BASE 


Donaldson Air Force Base, S. C., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
September 1950. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are 
requesting a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $336,000. Existing 
commissary is in 5,800 square feet of mobilization-type warehouse. 

The closest store is approximately 5 miles from the base. 

Greenville, S. C., is approximately 7.5 miles from Donaldson Air Force Base. 

Military personnel strength will decrease by 164 people from the present base 
population by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 69 existing appropriated 
fund family housing units. Also programed are 260 Capehart family housing 
units. 

MYRTLE BEACH AIR FORCE BASE 


Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, S. C., has been occupied by the Air Force sinee 
April 1956. In the fiscal year 1958 wmilitary-construction program we are re 
questing a new commissary store of 11,168 square feet for $219,000. The existing 
commissary is in an old deteriorated temporary-type building of 4,212 square 
feet. 

The closest store is approximately 4.3 miles from Myrtle Beach Air Force Base. 
The city limits of Myrtle Beach are approximately 1 mile from the base. 

Military personnel will increase by 1,786 people from the present strength 
by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the programed 800 Capehart 
family housing units. 
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SEWART AIR FORCE BASE 


Sewart Air Force Base, Tenn., has been occupied by the Air Force since 
November 1948. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we are 
requesting a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $261,000. Existing 
commissary is in 3,700 square feet of a mobilization-type warehouse. 

The closest store is approximately 3.5 miles from the base. The city limits 
of Smyrna, Tenn., are approximately 2 miles from Sewart Air Force Base. 

Military personnel will increase by 67 people from the present base strength 
by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the 7 existing appropriated 
fund family housing units, 597 Wherry housing units, and 76 trailers. There 
are also programed 87 Capehart family housing units. 

SEYMOUR JOHNSON AIR FORCE BASE 


Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, N. C., has been occupied by the Air Force 
since January 1953. In the fiscal year 1958 military-construction program we 
are requesting a new commissary store of 14,588 square feet for $277,000. Exist- 
ing commissary is in 4,775 square feet of old mobilization-type warehouse. 

The closest store is approximately 4 miles from Seymour Johnson Air Force 
Base. The city limits of Goldsboro, N. C., are located approximately 2 miles from 
the base. 

Military personnel strength will increase by 2,398 from the present base popu- 
lation by the end of the 1960 fiscal year. 

The need for the commissary is emphasized by the programed 1,500 Capehart 
family housing units. 

Senator Case. What is the reason for the addition to the officers’ 
mess, $175,000 ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The reason, Senator Case, is that the present offi- 
cers’ mess is extremely small. There are only 2,266 square feet. This 
is a modest addition of 4,234 feet to the small building which would 
give them still a reasonably small officers’ club. 

Senator Case. Is that space unusually small in relation to the per- 
sonnel ¢ 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir, it is. You can see the number of officers 
that are planned. 

Senator Case. Is the figure as to the number of officers classified ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, all the personnel strengths are considered 
classified. 

Senator Casr. That prevents me from putting it in the record, Mr. 
Chairman, but my observation of the number of officers indicated 
doesn’t indicate that that is terribly confining; the 2,266 square feet of 
space being utilized at the present time. 

Colonel Ewsank. This addition we are asking for will provide a 
place for them to hold their dances and that sort of thing; 2,266 
square feet are all that they now have. This space is insufficient for 
any gathering of all the officers and their families. 

Senator Caspr. Is there any change in the personnel strength at 
Ethan Allen from what it has been for the last dozen years? 

Colonel Ewrank. There is slight increase, because of the change 
of aircraft. They presently have F-86D’s but the change to the new 
aircraft will cause a slight increase in personnel. 


GEIGER FIELD 


General Rentz. Geiger Field—the third of these locations is Geiger 
Field, Spokane, Wash., located approximately 5 miles north-northeast 
of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,583,000, 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con. 
sist generally of an aircraft maintenance hangar; replacement of the 
base dispensary ; a commissary store; and easement clearances at each 
end of the primary runway for flight safety. 

Colonel Ewnank. The next base is on page 32, Geiger Air Force 
Base, Spokane, Wash. We are requesting $1,583,000 for this installa- 
tion. The main item is for an organizational maintenance hangar, 
That is the first item and the other items represent a small dispensary, 
and a commissary store. 

Senator Case. Here again, you don’t have a commissary at the 
present time? 

Colonel Ewranx. None exists at the present time. The families 
are driving to Fairchild Air Force Base, a 20-mile round trip for 
commissary purposes. 

Mr. BeLiev. Did you complete the contracts that have been let on 
the Geiger housing you requested last year / 

Mr. Jacoss. The project for 228 units, title VIII, is under design 
at the present time. 

Mr. BeLiev. Last year you requested 90 units from appropriated 
funds for family housing. 

Mr. Jacoss. I have the status of that, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s move on to something else. ‘Time is running 
out on us. 

Senator Casr. When did the Air Force occupy Geiger ? 

Colonel Ewsanxk. 1940. 

Senator Case. What have you been doing for the commissary store 
in the meantime ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Families have been driving to Fairchild. 

Senator Casr. Since 1940? 

Solonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. How far is it to the nearest town ? 

Colonel Ewnank. The nearest town is Spokane. 

General Rentz. Spokane is 5 miles northeast of the base. 

Senator Case. Any outlying stores between the town and the base! 

General Renrz. I do not have that information. 

Senator Casr. It might save some time, if with respect to all com- 
missary store requests for the Air Force you will supply us a para- 
graph on each one, answering first how long the Air Force has been 
occupying the field, second, giving the amount that is requested for a 
commissary store, where none has previously existed. Third, the dis- 
tance between the base and the nearest store. Fourth, the distance 
between the base and the town, and next, the change in personnel of any 
significance, if it is taking place. 

General Rentz. There is another point I would like to mention, 
Senator. Prior to the initiation of title VIII housing and prior to 
getting appropriated housing on the base, the people were spread 
around in the surrounding neighborhood. Therefore, they were not 
concentrated on the base and we did not have such a dire requirement 
for commissaries as we do when we have our families living on the base. 
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Senator Case. I think that would be true with respect to some bases. 
It may not apply to all of them, but the information requested will 
bring that out. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

I would like to add the housing that we have on base to your request. 

(The information was nee furnished. See p. 161.) 

Senator Stennis. Yes. About the housing at this base, was this 
where we appropriated some funds last year “for housing ? 

Mr. Jacoss. The 90 units that were authorized will not be built and 
will be supplanted by the 228 project of title VIII. 

Senator Stennis. Capehart project ? 

Mr. JAcozs. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Why did you change your position on that? 

Mr. Jacoss. At the time it was questionable whether or not a title 
VIII project would be feasible at that location due to the area and 

various aspects of design, real estate, and so forth. In the course of 
the year we have come to the conclusion that it may be feasible and is 
presently under design. 

Mr. BeLiev. In last year’s statement there was some question about 
the title of the land at Geiger. Has that been straightened out now? 

Mr. Jacoss. Yes, sir. The story was there was sufficient land to 
build at the base at the time we requested the appropriated fund units. 
Since that time there has been investigation for acquiring additional 
land which w = bring it into the category of title VIII. 

Senator Srennis. Colonel Gill, now General Gill, last year said 
there was no possibility of title VIII housing at Geiger. That has 
been changed. 

Mr. Jacons. That was changed by the acquisition of additional land. 

Senator Stennis. A year ago we told the Appropriations Commit- 
tee that we favored the appropriated funds for housing. We recom- 
mended it to the Senate at the time you wanted it, and got all that 
money for it. Now you have turned around and switched over, and 
are not going to use the appropriated fund after all and are going over 
to the C ‘apehart housing rents. 

General Rentz. I think we owe you a letter of explanation on why 
we went from appropriated to Capehart at Geiger and that will be 
furnished. 

Senator Srennts. I’m not complaining about it but we make cer- 
tain representations and they don’t pan out. It is not your fault, but 
at the same time you ought to keep the committee advised on those 
things. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we will furnish that. 

(The following letter of explanation was subsequently received 
and is printed below and made a part of this record.) 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
Washington, May 28, 1957. 
Hon. JoHn C. STENNIS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Real Estate and Military Construction, Com- 
mittees on Armed Services, United States Senate. 

Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: During the testimony before your committee with respect 
to Geiger Air Force Base, Spokane, Wash., reference was made to the advisability 
of furnishing your committee with a letter of explanation as to why the require- 
ments for family housing at that base were changed from appropriated fund hous- 
ing to title VIII housing. 
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The 90 units of family housing were included in the fiscal year 1957 military 
construction program because it was the judgment of the Air Force that it was 
not possible to use title VIII of the National Housing Act on the base due to its 
leased status and the cost limit of $13,500 per unit then imposed for title VIII 
housing. Based upon preliminary investigations, there was sufficient land on 
the base for 90 units of housing and the item represented a necessary increment 
of this vitally needed facility at this location. At that time, moreover, the Air 
Force considered that a relatively small title VIII project of this nature would 
not be likely to be suecessful in obtaining financial support. 

Upon the initiation of design it was discovered that the proposed site avail- 
able on base was unsuitable for construction of family housing due to the exist- 
ence of solid rock immediately below the surface. 

In view of the unsuitability of the leased land available for construction of 
the housing project, it was decided to acquire in fee simple sufficient land for 
the full program requirement of family housing: 228 units for officers and upper 
grade airmen. The increase in the statutory limit for title VIII housing from 
$13,500 to $16,000, and the increased size of the project, led the Air Force to he- 
lieve that under these conditions a title VIII project would be feasible. 

This project has been approved by the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the 
Federal Housing Administration, and cleared by the Armed Services Committees 
(sec. 419 of Public Law 968, 84th Cong.) and is now under design. Land for 
this project (80 acres) has already been purchased in fee simple. The 90 units 
of housing authorized in the fiscal year 1957 military construction program have 
been accordingly deleted from the fiscal year 1957 financial plan. 

Sincerely yours, 
(Signed) Jor W. Kerry, 
Major General, USAF, Director, Legislative Liaison. 

Senator Casz. Mr. Chairman, there is a notation here that confuses 
me a little. In the description after “dispensary,” you have in pa- 
rentheses “(Repl).” Does that mean replacement ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes. 

Senator Cass. In the column of inventory as of December 31, 1955, 
you have zero. 

Colonel Ewsank. We consider the facilities now existing there to 
be unusable. It is a theater of operations type construction which is 
in such poor condition we could not economically rehabilitate it. 

Senator Casr. So that zero isn’t literally true? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is not literally true, as you say. Under 
our rules, when a facility is declared unusable, it is not picked up in 
our inventory column. We try to make the inventory factual as far 
as usable facilities are concerned. 

Mr. Giesens. I think I might elaborate on that a little bit, Senator. 
On the sheet where we show the line items, we would like to be com- 
pletely factual and show the amount that we have unusable and/or sub- 
standard, but it takes too many columns. On the individual justifica- 
tion sheets you will find on page 34 for this item, particular ly on the 
lower left hand corner, the quantity required, the total existing, and 
then the total] substandards, and our total substandard is a permanent 
record. 

Senator Casr. I understand that. In one instance you indicated re- 
placement and in the same line it had zero, it looked confusing. 

Colonel Ewrsank. Right. 

Senator Stennis. All right, anything further, Senator Case ? 

Senator Case. Not on that, 

(Discussion off the record.) | 

Senator Stennis. Would it suit you gentlemen to recess to 2: 30? 

Colonel Ewpank. It would be fine. 

Senator Stennis. We have to go to the floor. 
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All right. We will take a recess until 2:30 this afternoon. 
(Whereupon, at 12:30 p. m., a recess was taken until 2:30 p. m. of 
the same day.) 






AFTERNOON SESSION 






Present: Stenators Stennis (chairman) and Case. 
Senator Stennis. Allright. We were on Geiger. 
Colonel Ewnank. I believe we finished Geiger. 
Senator Stennis. Glasgow Air Force Base. 









GLASGOW AIR FORCE BASE 







General Renrz. The fourth of these locations is Glasgow Air Force 
Base. Glasgow, Mont., is located approximately 18 miles south of this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,232,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of an aircraft washrack, an aircraft engine inspection 
and repair school; electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar for support of jet aircraft; avfuel and ammunition storage; 
squadron headquarters; family and troop housing; and a base theater. 

Colonel Ewsank. Glasgow appears on pages 37 and 38 as well. At 
Glasgow, we are asking for $3,232,000 of new authorization. As you 
know Glasgow is an Air Defense Command base, and is one of the new 
bases along the northern perimeter that we are constructing. This re- 
quest of $3,232,000 will substantially complete the authorization for 
this particular mission at Glasgow. The main items, Mr. Chairman, 
are for the classified ammunition storage and family housing, 67 units. 

Senator Srennis. You have decided to build these? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, we have 200 under construction at Glas- 
gow. 

Mr. Jacors. 200 units on which the bids are scheduled to be opened 
on the 23d of May. 

General Rentz. The land is leased. We own 160 acres, but we have 
the cantonment and other facilities on there. We have no room for 
the family housing. The family housing will go on leased land and 
we are building with appropriated funds. We have had 200 units 
previously approved by the committee and now we have 67. 

Mr. BeLiev. Will this complete the family housing ? 

Mr. Jacons. No, a total of 604 units is required. This will provide 
about 60 or 70 percent. 

Senator Stennis. Who are you with? 

Mr. Jacons. I am with Family Housing—General Gill’s Directorate 
of Facilities Support. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Those are the main items other than one more 
dormitory for the airmen, Mr. Chairman, at $365,000. 

Senator Stennis. I noticed a POL in here somewhere. I thought 
we had all the storage. It wasn’t on this list but on one perhaps we 
passed up. I might have been turning forward this morning. This 
storage, ammunition storage and all, these second, third, and fourth 


items on Glasgow 
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Colonel Ewsanx. The third item is storage, aviation fuel. We 
have 10,900 barrels under construction at Glasgow right now. 
Senator Stennis. Is that underground / 


Colonel Ewsank. No, that would be aboveground. In order to take 


care of the mission we need approximately 45,000 barrels at that base, 
We are asking in this authorization for an additional 25,000. We still 
will be deficient approximately 10,000 barrels. 

Senator Stennis. What percentage of family housing did you say 
you were going to have on this base, 80 to 90 percent / ; , 

Mr. Jacons. No, sir; it will be about 65 percent. 

Mr. BeLirv. This request, if approved, will build up to 65 percent 
of requirement, which is roughly 90 percent of those authorized; is 
that right? 

Senator Srennis. Ninety percent of what? 

Mr. BeLiev. Of those authorized permanent family-style housing. 
That includes the lower four grades, fifth grade, and on up through 
officers. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s correct. 

Mr. Jacoss. However, this particular requirement does have a small 
number of lower grade airmen added into the requirement due to the 
isolation of the base. 

Senator Stennis. That’s what I was coming to. How far are you 
from Glasgow ? 

General Renrz. Eighteen miles from Glasgow, Mr. Chairman. It is 
rather an isolated station. 

Senator Stennis. Are there any other special points you want to 
make ? 

Colonel Ewranx. I don’t believe so, except possibly the last item 
on page 38. Again, this is the electrical distribution facility for the 
maintenance hangar. 

Senator Stennis. What about your theater there ’ 

Colonel Ewsanx. We have programed no theaters for this base at 
this time. 

Mr. BeLirv. They do not have one now / 

Colonel Ewsanx. They have none. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of an auditorum do you have ?/ 

Colonel Ewsanx. None except the operations training. 

Senator Stennis. How do you get along without a place to be en- 
tertained? What do you have there now‘ 

General Rentz. We have nobody at Glasgow yet. 

Senator Stennis. Not occupied yet ? 

General Rentz. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. Are you going to put a theater in before you do 

a gymnasium ? 
neal Rentz. No,sir. The gymnasium is under construction. 
Senator Stennis. Any other points you want to make / 

Colonel Ewpanx. I don’t believe so. 
Senator Stennis. Go to the next one. 
Colonel Ewsnank. The next base is Grand Forks, page 48. 


GRAND FORKS AIR FORCE BASE 
General Rentz. The fifth of these locations is Grand Forks Air 
Force Base. Grand Forks, N. Dak., is located approximately 14 miles 
east of this base. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
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Command fighter- interceptor mission, as a Strategic Air Command 
dispersal base and for an ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in the program in the total amount of $4,466,000. 
Eighteen items are included to support the Strategic Air C ommand 
mission assigned to this bi ase. 

Included in this group are operational parking area ; blast deflector 
fences; additions to the base communication building and base fire 
station; an operational and target intelligence building; a squadron 
operations building; an addition to the consolidated aircraft main- 
tenance shop; parachute and dinghy shop; facilities for the storage 
of demineralized water; explosives; cold storage ; electrical emergency 
power; a base warehouse ; administrative facilities; an addition to the 
officers’ open mess; an addition to the base heating plant ; and enlarge- 
ment of the sanitary sewage treatment fac ilities (items 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 
7,8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 23, and 26). Items included in 
support the fighter- -intereeptor mission consist generally of an air- 
craft washrack ; an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop; electrifi- 
cation for ground support equipment in support of fighter-intercepto1 
aircraft; and a squadron headquarters (items 2, 9, 17,and 24). A tase 
theater, exchange facilities, and boundary fence support both the SAC 
and ADC mission (items 20, 22, and 27). 

Colonel Ewsanx. This again is a new ADC base. Our first pro- 
gram was in fiscal year *55, then we programed some items in 1956 
and 1957 and this is, you might say, the fourth increment. In this 
program we are requesting $4,466,000, primarily for a Strategic Air 
Command unit which will be based there. 

There are many items as you can see here, Mr. Chairman. The 
largest item isa parking apron for the SAC aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. The what ? 

Colonel] Ewsank. A parking apron for the aircraft. That will be 
for the Strategic Air Command unit that is to be assigned there. 
This is the second increment of parking apron that has been pro- 
gramed. Last year was the first increment of apron for the SAC 
mission. 

As you can see on page 48, Mr. Chairman, under “mission,” this is 
one of the dispersal bases. 

Senator Srennis. Well, you have a fighter-interceptor squadron, 25 
F-101 B’s. That is 25 of your fighters? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. Then we have the SAC squadron 
and a refueling unit. 

General Rentz. This base is in the same category as Glasgow. It is 
not occupied as yet. We are building it up. It is the second increment 
of B- —52 dispersal for this base. 

Senator Stennis. This is one you debated about where to put it. 
Was there an alternative ? 

General Renrz. No, sir; there wasn’t. 

Mr. BeLirv. This is the base you justified last year as a SAC dis- 
persal base ? 

General Rentz. That’s right. 

Mr. BrLrev. This doesn’t have a theater either, I take it. The same 
condition as the previous base ? 

Colonel Ewsank. We have no theater because none has previously 
been programed at Grand Forks. It is the same as Glasgow. 
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General Rentz. We reduced the theater from 500 seats to 350 in thig 


ee 
olonel Ewsanx. You see the blue mark there denoting the re- 
duction in scope and cost ? 

General Rentz. Do you have that change in your book? 

Mr. BeLiev. Yes, we have. 

Senator Stennis. What about the gymnasium ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The gymnasium was programed in the 1956 
program. 

Senator Stennis. You are not asking for a theater ? 

General Rentz. Yes, we are asking for a 350-seat theater. 

Senator Stennis. How far are you from Grand Forks? 

Colonel Ewpank. 14 miles. This is 14 miles west of Grand Forks, 

Senator Srpnnis. Why did you strike out this heating plant? 

Colonel Ewsank. Mr. Chairman, we have no requirement for a 
heating plant. In the 1956 program we had authorization granted by 
this committee for a heating plant and with the utilities that were 
also authorized in the 1957 program, we were able to take care of our 
requirement. I might say that this is nothing more than an error 
on our part in including it in the book. We caught it in our final re- 
view and we took it out. 

Senator Srennis. It is just a duplication error? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, an administrative error. 

General Rentz. This base will be activated and occupied in the seec- 
ond quarter of fiscal year 1959. 

Senator Srennis. Anything on that one, Mr. Clerk? 

Mr. BeLiev. No, sir, there isn’t. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Next base, is Grandview on page 78. 


GRANDVIEW AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The sixth of these locations is Grandview Air Force 
Base. Belton, Mo., is located approximately 1 mile south-southeast 
of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission, Reserve units, another ADC mission and head- 
quarters for the Central Air Defense Force. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,184,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of an aircraft washrack; ready aircraft shelters; an air- 
craft engine inspection and repair shop; ammunition storage; admin- 
istrative facilities; a commissary store; and an increase in the base 
water supply. 

Senator Stennis. We are going pretty fast here. Call my attention 
to anything exceptional about any of these matters. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

Grandview Air Force Base is located south of Kansas City, Mo. 
This is an Air Defense Command base. It is the headquarters of the 
Central Air Defense Force and also has a fighter interceptor squadron 
located there. 

At Grand Forks we are requesting $2,184,000 of new authorization, 
Mr. Chairman, and the principal items are for ready aircraft shelters. 
Last year, you will recall, we brought before the committee our require- 
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ment for ready aircraft shelters at many of our northern Air Defense 
Command bases. This will take care of eight aircraft; keep them in a 
ready status. 

Senator Stennis. Do you mean, ready to go? 

Colonel Ewrnank. Ready to go withen a time period of approxi- 
mately 15 minutes. 

It keeps the airplane out of the elements and operationally ready. 
The other items of interest would be the engine inspection repair shop 
and ammunition storage area 

Senator Srennis. You struck out the exchange facilities. You al- 
ready have some / 

General Renrz. Yes, sir; that was an addition to the exchange 
facilities. 

Senator Stennis. This noncommissioned officers open mess, does that 
carry With it a complete kitchen and complete unit within it? 

General Renvz. The $14,000 required would provide a kitchen and 
be equivalent to a field ration mess. 

Senator STENNIs. What do you mean, open mess 4 

Colonel Ewsank. Open mess means that anybody can go into the 
mess, anybody in the military. A closed mess is one where you have 
field rations; they use Government food. You pay for it but you pay 
the regular Government rates and only the military who are author- 
ized to eat there can utilize it. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean here, when you say water sup- 
ply? Is that deep wells? 

Colonel Ewsank. No, it isn’t a well. This is actually a provision 
for a hookup with the city water system of Kansas City. It is re- 
quired for the family housing and also the other ADC mission that is 
classified that I can describe for you at another time. 

Senator Srennis. You are right there at Kansas City. Don’t you 
use their city supply of water / 

General Rentz. Yes, this is city water. 

Colonel Ewsanx. This provides for the hookup with the city water. 
It gives us an additional supply. 

Mr. BeLiev. Without reading the classified portion, you have had 
an expansion in units at that base and you are expanding the water 
supply ¢ 

olonel Ewpank. xe on page 78, the last two items under the mis- 
sion column, you can see are additions. 

Mr. BeLirv. Last year you requested $1,673,000 for the extension 
of the runway. That is completed now. That is all you require for 
that ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. That will give us a sufficient runway 
length for the aircraft we have programed in there. 

Mr. BeLrev. A major portion of last year’s bill was for runway 
extensions. 

Colonel Ewsank, That's right. 

Mr. BeLrev. This year’s bill adds to those runways the things you 
didn’t put in there ? 

General Rentz. We won't show any runway extensions in this bit] 
for ADC. We accomplished that with the bill provided last year when 
we took all runways to approximately 9,000 feet to accommodate 
fighters. 
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Mr. BeLiev. This means your land acquisition requirements this 
year are substantially reduced from last year. 

General Rentz. T ey are, and for runway extensions, they are 
considerably reduced. 

Senator Stennis. This water item is just for transporting the water 
from the city delivery point into your other area, is that it! 

Colonel Ewspanxk. Wan, sir. Plus the necessary metering devices. It 
is, ea the distribution system hookup. 

Senator Stennis. All right; anything further, Mr. Clerk ? 

Mr. BeLrev. No, sir. 

Colonel Ewpank. All right. 

The next base is on page 90, Hamilton Air Force Base out near San 
Francisco, Calif. 

HAMILTON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The seventh of these locations is Hamilton Air 
Force Base. Ignacio, Calif., is located approximately 1 mile north- 
west of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defensce Command fighter- 
interceptor missions, Reserve units, and headquarters for the Western 
Air Defense Force. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $614,000, 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of an aircraft washrack; ready aircraft shelters; an air- 
craft engine inspection and repair shop; ammunition storage ; admin- 
istrative facilities; a commissary store; and an increase in the base 
water supply. 

Colonel Ewrnank. We are requesting $614,000 new authorization for 
this base. Three items: An extension to our approach lighting system, 
a dining hall for the airmen which is a replacement item, and the elee- 
trification for the ramp power that was described to you this morning. 

This is the power that would go into the ramp and the alert hangars. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, “replacement” ? 

That sounds to me like it blew down, or burned, or something like 
that. 

Colonel Ewnank. This replaces four very small mess halls that 
were built prior to World War II. They are the small type, with a 
capacity for 100 or 150 men. It is an expensive operation because 
you have to duplicate your effort in four different places. 

Senator Srennis. How long will it take you to save $387,000 by 
getting a new one? 

Colonel Ewnanx. We don’t have the amortization figures on that, 
Mr. Chairman, but I have personally seen these messhalls. In fact, 
I looked at them not too long ago when I was out there, and they are 
in a very poor condition. They would have to be replaced. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have a picture that I can see ? 

While he is looking for the picture is there anything else you want 
to say? 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir, except the approach lighting is a 500-foot 
addition we need. We now havea thousand feet. 

Senator Srennis. Did we go to Hamilton ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s where we landed, and we went from there 
to San Francisco. 
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General Rentz. We have two interior shots of this small messhall. 

Senator Srennis. We landed at Hamilton when we went to Los 
Angeles ¢ 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Will you take these buildings down and put the 
new ones into place ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. They will be eventually taken down, yes. 

Senator Srennis. You are not asking for more land now for the 
new ones? 

Colonel Ewpsank. No, sir. They will be constructed right in the 
troop housing area. 

(Pictures examined by chairman. ) 

Senator Srennts. These were constructed during World War II. 

General Renrz. Prior to that. About 20 years ago, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. Well, I bought a house here in Washington a 
few years ago, over 20 years old, and had to pay about three times 
what it cost to build it. 

I see that that is not too good looking a situation. Anything else‘ 

Mr. BeLiev. I have one thing. Last year the committee followed 
the principle of asking the witness to give the prior authorization, 
the value of the installation, and what this request was, and what the 
future was going to be. I am sure that General Rentz is prepared to 
put this information in on this item, if we don’t want to take the time 
now. 

General Rentz. Mr. BeLieu, the new form shows all that now and 
that is the reason we have not opened up with each base giving the 
same resumé we gave last year. 

You will see on the front that it gives the inventory and what 
authorization has been acquired and what authorization remains after 
this request. 

Senator STENNIS. Next one / 

Colonel Ewpank. Next base is Kinross Air Force Base, in Michigan. 


KINROSS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The eighth of these locations is Kinross Air Force 
Base. Kinross, Mich., is located approximately 3 miles northwest of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,118,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar in support of jet aircraft; family housing; an educational 
wing to the base chapel; a commissary store; and an addition to the 
exchange facility. 

Colonel Ewnank. We are asking for $1,118,000 of new authoriza- 
tion at Kinross. The largest single item is for family housing, 39 units. 
We are also requesting a chapel, educational wing, and a commis- 
sary store plus an addition to our post exchange. 

Senator Stennis. What is the matter with your present post ex- 
change? It isnot large enough ? 
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Colonel Ewrank. It is not large enough. This addition of 7,100 
square feet provides for cafeteria. This allows some space for the con- 
cessionaries that are there, such as barber shop and tailor shop. 

Senator Srennis. Do you run the cafeteria in some of the ex- 
changes ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir. For civilian employees and for the air- 
men on off-duty hours as well. 

Senator Srennis. I didn’t know that. 

All right, anything on that one, especially? What about the family 
housing? You haven’t given any special justification for that? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The reason that we are requesting appropriated 
funds for family housing is that this base is leased, we do not own the 

land, Mr. Chairman, and therefore a project under title VIII is just 
not feasible. There are 190 units that were authorized in the 1955-56 
military construction program. Are they under construction right 
now ? 

Mr. Jacoss. They are under construction and about 90 percent com- 
plete. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. Next item? 

Yolonel Ewsank. The next base is K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base 
on page 101, Marquette, Mich. 


K. I. SAWYER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The ninth of these locations is K. I. Sawyer Air 
Force Base. Marquette, Mich., is located approximately 14 miles 
south of this base. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter-interceptor mission and as another ADC mission, 
The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $905,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission, and 
consist generally of a navigational aid” (TACAN); electrific ation for 
ground- -support equipment in support of fighter-interceptor aircraft; 
an education wing for the base chapel ; additions to the service club and 
the NCO open mess; and a recreational library (items 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 
and 10). 

Colonel Ewrank. At K. I, Sawyer, we are requesting $905,000 of 
new authorization. The principal items are an engine inspection 
repair shop; a service club addition; an addition to the NCO open 
mess and the ramp power; and the electrical distribution facilities, 
Those are the principal items. 

General Rentz. This fighter squadron has 25 planes. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct; yes, sir. In addition to those, 
they will have administrative-type aircraft as well. They will prob- 
ably have two C-47’s. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, administrative ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Administrative aircraft will be used to haul 
special parts, as well as provide some of the staff people their pro- 
ficiency-flying requirements, annual minimum flying requirements, 
and the like. 

Senator Srennis. I notice that 25 planes and your plant are going 
to cost $28 million.” That is over a million dollars per plane. Is that 
the average ? 
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General Rentz. I wouldn’t say, Mr. Chairman, that you could come 
up with an average on these fighter bases. It all depends on what other 
utilizations we have at a base besides the 25 fighter aircraft. Of 
course, looking at the $28 million figure, we would still have to actually 
receive eight “million point eight authorization in future years to 
make that. 

Senator Stennis. That’s right. It will be capable of taking care 
of more by that time anyway than you have there now. 

Colonel Ewsanx. We should be. Of course, the runway is not 
saturated with 25 fighter aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. There is a chapel and education wing there. 

Colonel Ewnank. They have a 150-seat chapel at the base now. 
There is no educational wing on the base. They have 300 title VIII 
housing units approved. At present, they are using borrowed space, 
such as airmen’s dayrooms and the like, for this function whenever 
they need it. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Any further point you want to make 
about that? What is this libr: ary item? What is RCTM? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That means a nontechnical or recreational library 
for the airmen on the base. 

Senator STENNIS. Do you usually have those 

Colonel Ewnanrk. Yes. On the older bases we use existing build- 
ings. This base is a new installation. There isn’t anything there that 
you could modify to take care of this function. 

General Renrz. This is the only library that we have in this pro- 
gram, and, if we had a building there that we could modify to take 
eare of this function, we would do so. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case, do you have anything on this one? 

Senator Case. Not on K. I. Sawyer, but since this is in Michigan, 
it reminds me to ask: What has been the development in resolving 
that controversy as to whether the site will be at Kalkaska or Manistee ¢ 

General Rentz. The authorization, as you know, was changed to 
Manistee. 

Senator Casr. Yes; there was a division of opinion between the 
House and the Senate. Is our action now regarded as settling that? 

General Rentz. When the authorization was changed to Manistee, 
it would have meant a year’s delay in procuring the real estate on 
which to commence construction and then projecting it forward from 
the date we could have completed the base; the operations people— 
and Colonel Darby is here and will talk further on it—decided that 
we could riot justify the construction of that base taking that delay. 

Senator Casr. What is going to be done ? 

General Rentz. We are not going to build there. 

Senator Case. Do you have anything else proposed for the require- 
ment, or is there a requirement ? 

General Rentz. Colonel Darby, will you take on that requirement 

Colonel Darsy. Sir, I prefer to discuss the details of it in executive 
session. I think that General Rentz has adequately described our 
position in the matter. 

I will say that I was looking into it a day or so ago, and determined 
that, had we originally been able to build the base when we established 
the operational requirement for it. we would be coming in next quar- 
ter and we would have to review the requirements for the :vea there 
against when we think it will be coming in. 
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So, if we were to go ahead and acquire the real estate and got it next 
year, by the time we got a usable facility we would be in the 1960 oF 
1961 time period, so we reviewed the situation in that light. 

Senator Case. I am agreeable to getting the details of the adjust- 
ment that is being made in executive session. 

Senator Stennis. We will put that down for the executive session, 
please. 

Colonel Ewsann. The next base is on page 113, Mr. Chairman, 
Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oreg. 


KLAMATH FALLS MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 


General Rentz. The 10th of these locations is Klamath Falls Mu- 
nicipal Airport. Klamath Falls, Oreg., is located approximately 5 
miles northwest of this base. The planned use of this base is for an 
Air Defense Command fighter-interceptor mission. The committee 
has been provided with detailed information with respect to the items 
in this program in the total amount of $1,299,000. All items provide 
support for the fighter-interceptor mission and consist generally of 
an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop; aviation fuel and am- 
munition storage; electrification for ground-support equipment in 
support of fighter-interceptor aircraft; an airmen’s dormitory; and a 
base theater. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $1,299,000 of new authoriza- 
tion at this installation. The principal items on this base are an en- 
gine inspection and repair shop, some aviation fuel storage and clas- 
sified ammunition stor age area, also one dormitory. This dase, again, 
lias the electrification supply that we talked about this morning for 
the ramp. 

General Renvz. This is a new base, not fully operational at this 
time. 

Senator STennis. You are on what page ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 113. 

Mr. BreLiev. The item you requested last year was the third incre- 
ment of your program, and I noticed that you have estimated future 
authorization of $1,692,000, so you are about through with it. 

General Rentz. Which shows that the base, after this authorization, 
is substantially completed; yes. 

Mr. BeLtev. I also notice on your theater here, its estimated cost 
is $190,000 which is, roughly, well, almost $100,000 less than previ- 
ously. Isthis in direct proportion to your strength there ? ° 

General Rentz. It was reduced from 500 down to 350 seats. 

Mr. BeLrev. There is a function of strength relation between the 
size of your theater and the personnel strength which is a classified 
figure ? 

General Rentz. Right. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Case, do you have anything special on 
this case ¢ 

Senator Case. What kind of a leasehold do we have rights on 
the Klamath Falls Municipal Airport? 

Mr. Lavauer. 99 year lease for a nominal consideration. 

Senator Case. Is it used jointly with Klamath Falls? 

Mr. LaAvaALLre. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. How far is the airport from the city ? 
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General Renz. Five miles. 

Senator Casz. Why do we get a single dormitory here at this time? 

General Renz. That isa deficiency, Senator. You see we have 532 
presently under construction. 

Mr. BeLiev. You mean space for 532 personnel ? 

General Rentz. That’s right, 532 personnel. They are completed 
now. 

Senator Casr. Has there been a particular change in the mission of 
the base last year ? 

General Renz. No, sir. 

Colonel Ewrank. The next base, Mr. Chairman, is on page 120, 
McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Wash. 


M’CHORD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 11th of these locations is McChord Air Force 
Base. Tacoma, Wash., is located aproximately 1 mile north of this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions, Military Transport Command squadrons, and 
as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,103,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of ready aircraft shelters; ammunition storage and 
industrial waste treatment and disposal facilities. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $2,103,000 new authorization 
for this installation. There are three items. The two principal items 
are ready aircraft shelters and a classified storage ammunition area. 
The third item is an industrial waste treatment plant for washrack ef- 
fluent. 

Senator Stennis. I was mighty slow to be converted over to those 
high-priced washracks. What are you paying $83,000 for? 

Colonel Ewpank. $83,000 to provide for an industrial treatment 
plant which treats the chemical effluent that you wash aircraft with. 
This effluent is poisonous and if allowed to drain right off the ramp, 
into streams, it kills the fish and kills all life, therefore, it is treated 
in order to remove the chemical poisons before we run it into the 
streams. 

Senator Stennis. Will we have to build these everywhere you have 
the washracks ? 

General Renrz. No, it depends on the location of the base and 
how we drain the effluents. 

Here at McChord we have had complaints from civilians living 
in that area. 

Senator Stennis. Was it very serious and was there damage ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Did the Washington State legislature actually take 
any action ? 

General Renrz. No, sir; not that I know of. 

Senator Casr. I notice in the justification page it is intimated that 
itis under consideration. 
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Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. The State fish and game com- 
mission, is the governmental organization in the State of Washing. 
ton that has been raising the objections on that. 

Mr. BeLiev. How many of this type of waste treatment facilities 
do you have in the bill ? 

General Rentz. I don’t think I have those broken down. 

Colonel Ewsanx. This is the only one we have in the Zone of In- 
terior portion of the bill. 

Senator Srennis. You talk about being prohibited in letting this 
flow into the stream. If you get this treatment plant, that would 
meet their objection, and you could let it flow 4 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Anything further? 

Senator Case. No. 

Senator Srennis. Pass on to the next one, please. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The next base on page 124, McGhee Tyson Air- 
port, in the State of Tennessee. We are requesting $289,000 in new 
authorization for this installation. 


M GHEE TYSON AIRPORT 


General Rentz. The 12th of these olcations is McGhee Tyson Air- 
ee Aleoa, Tenn., is located approximately 2 miles south of this 
pase. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $289,000, 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of avfuel storage; a commissary store; and an addition 
to the exchange facility. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Three items are involved in this request. Some 
aviation fuel storage, a commissary and an addition to the exchange 
facilities. 

Senator Srennis. What kind of an addition is that? 

7 ‘ rly 2 > e . 

Colonel Ewsank. This provides a cafeteria, and space for the 
concessionaires, such as the barbershop, tailorshop, and other con- 
cessionaires. 

Senator Stennis. This is not.a new base, it it ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. No, sir. We accupied it in 1951. It is a joint- 
use type base. It is not a new base, It is a civilian airport. 

General Rentz. We are putting up title VIII housing at this base, 
Mr. Chairman, and the concentration of all the families onto the base 
in turn generates a requirement for additional commissary and ex- 
change facilities. 

Senator Srennis. I was thinking about using an existing building. 
Did you consider that ? 

Colonel Ewrank. For the commissary store, yes, sir. That was 
considered, and this base is relatively small from the viewpoint of 
facilities on the base. It is a joint type of field and it doesn’t have the 
resources that a lot of our bigger bases do. There just are no facilities 
that they could use. 

Senator Case. You have over 6,000 square feet in the existing ex- 
change ? 
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Colonel Ewnank. Yes, that is used entirely for the retail sales store 
only. 

Senator Casr. And you don’t have any barbershop, tailor shop, 
Jaundry and dry cleaning pickup points? 

Colonel Ewsank. No. 

Senator Cass. No office space ? 

Colonel Ewsank. No. 

Senator Casr. Maintenance shop, warehouse for retail sales item ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s correct. That is what this would be used 
for. 

Senator Case. How far is McGhee Tyson from the nearest city ? 

General Rentz. Fourteen miles from Knoxville. 

Senator Casr. How large is Alcoa? 

Colonel Ewrann. I think Alcoa is just a post office, that is about 
all. 

Senator Stennis. Fourteen miles from Knoxville? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. In what direction is that, west ? 

General Rentz. North-northeast. 

Senator Case. Has there never been an arrangement by the local 
business people to provide pickup points for dry cleaning, laundry. 
tailor and services of that sort 4 

General Rentz. I would imagine that they have, by improvising 
space on the base, allowed the civilians to come in there on pickup of 
laundry and dry cleaning. This will give us a central location for 
those pickup points. If there is no place available they do it out of 
the dayrooms, or out of the squadron administration rooms. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have anything further, Senator Case? 

Senator Case. Is there any expectation of increasing the personnel 
at this base / 

General Renrz. There is no programed plan at this point. 

Senator Case. I notice this sentence from the justification which I 
think ought to be read into the record— 

Only one small food store is located 1.3 miles from the base. Prices at this 
Store are higher than the stores in Maryville 7 miles distant and Knoxville 14 
miles distant. In order to purchase food at lower prices, it is necessary to go 
into Knoxville to the larger supermarkets. 

Senator Stennis. Maryville isa nice town. Don’t you have modern 
grocery stores there’ Competition is like it is everywhere else, isn’t 
it? 

General Rentz. I couldn’t answer the question. 

Senator Stennis. That doesn’t sound like what I see when I drive 
through that part of the country. Maryville isa fine little city and has 
acollege. Very beautiful country and well developed. 

Senator Case. What economies would the airmen get by having a 
commissary on the base as against buying in one of these supermarkets 
which is in practically every town of the country today? 

General Renvz. It is mostly a convenience of not having to get into 
acar, if they have a car, and drive 7 to 14 miles to buy food, at civilian 
stores. 

Senator Casr. IT was talking to airmen here in Washington and 
they tell me they can go to Sears, Roebuck and do better than in the 
commissaries. 
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General Renz. There are a lot of cases where they can get as good 
prices in the supermarkets as they can in the commissary, 

Senator Casr. Why should we, when talking about tight budgets, 
put out a couple of thousand dollars to build commissaries if they are 
not going to offer a buying advantage ? 

General Rentz. We couldn’t estimate at this time the actual per- 
centage of savings reflected by commissaries. This is one facet of our 
overall personnel picture that makes military life a little more attrac- 
tive to people living on a base. 

Senator Case. Not if they can go to Sears, Roebuck or to a super- 
market and do better than at the commissary. 

General Rentz. There are a lot of people who do not have automo- 
biles to drive 7 or 14 miles. If he had the supermarket or Sears, Roe- 
buck on the base, that would be all right. 

Senator Case. Doesn’t the or dinary PX sell any groceries at all? 

General Renz. No, I have Colonel McDonald from the Deputy 
Chief of Staff Personnel. Would you like to say anything on the 
commissary ¢ 

Colonel McDonaxp. It seems that this matter of the commissaries 
might not be understood. If you would allow me 5 minutes to explain 
this—— 

Senator Stennis. If you would like to make a statement. 

C olonel McDonatp. To answer direc tly General Rentz, many of our 
commissaries we looked at 2 years ago gave 18 to 30 percent lower 
prices and better quality than the food stores. This was a couple of 
years ago. This is my memory. Around here the lines in the com- 
missaries (even though nes are many supermarkets in Washington) 
it probably will take 20 to 25 minutes for you to get through the line. 
This indicates a lot of people expect to get lower prices there and they 
shop there. There are leaders in the “supermarket that are always 
lower, but overall] there is a real value in going to the commissaries, 

Senator Case. You have been following the reports in the papers 
of the votes in the House and the Senate recent!y and the various rep- 
resentations made to the Congress to reduce the expenditures and the 
budget and so forth. Don’t you have a little sympathy for the respon- 
sibility placed on the committee to go to the floor of the Senate and 
propose appropriations of $200,000, roughly, to establish stores at 
bases that have been established for a long time and where people have 
been living, where they have been buying in whatever stores are avail- 
able. I just have a fear that this so-called budget revolt and t: ixpayers’ 
revolt is going to extend rather heavily, when t: axpayers and business- 
men and “storekeepers i in towns adjacent to these posts learn that m 
this budget we are carrying items to set up stores and commissaries Mm 
competition with them. 

Colonel McDonatp. If you will permit, I would like to answer you in 
this manner. I have three documents here which say far better than 
I could our philosophy toward this and I think it might answer this 
question. The three documents are one the Womble committee report 
which in 1953 was responsive to the JCS who stated that they had 
become increasingly concerned about the growing lack of confidence 
among personnel in the armed service as a worthwhile and respected 
career. On April 30 of 1957 the President expressed the same reason- 
ing. The Womble committee was composed of major generals and 
rear admirals. This report was submitted in December 1953, and I 
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won't take too much of your time here. I will skip along. There ‘are 
a number of things which they say need to be done to increase the 
attractiveness and to allow us to retain our people. 

Senator Case. What makes the problem particularly acute this 

ear! 

Colonel McDonatp. If I may be permitted—— 

Senator Case. Let’s get something direct on that, because we are 
going to be facing the suggestion that this is a year when people are 
fax conscious. If the militar y budget were not already under fire for 
eliminating items which perhaps are operational in character, we 
might be in a different position. However, when you eliminate opera- 
tional items or items which would be responsive to the deficiencies sug- 
gested in the Symington committee’s report, then expect this ¢ ommittee 
to defend items of this nature puts us under quite a burden. 

I’m trying to give you an opportunity to get something into the ree- 
ord here that will provide a justification, if there is any. 

Colonel McDonaup. I think I have it, sir. 

Senator Case. All right. 

Colonel McDonarp. It says here— 
increases in service pay have neither approximated the increases in the cost of 
living or increases afforded organized labor or even increases afforded civilian 
public servants. 

At the same time there has been a large decrease in compensatory benefits. 
The result of these two trends has been to place military personnel in the in- 
compatible position of being unable to live even modestly and adequately to 
provide for their families. 

It says down below here, “Traditional compensatory benefits”—this 
includes commissary, welfare, theater—“have been emasculated.” 
And down further, skipping out of context: 

This is a cheap budgetary price to pay and is an absolute minimal essential if 
sufficient career personnel are to be retained within the service. 

This is the question here. 

The next one is August 1955 signed by the Chief of Staff. I think 
this may be right to the point as to why it must be done today. 

In the past year the United States Air Force has of necessity concentrated the 
most rapid achievement possibility of the 137-wing program. However, in the 
process it has been necessary to afford program priority to those facilities such 
as runways, fuel storages, and hangars which are necessary to maintain and 
operate aircraft. We are now facing a rapidly increasing technical complexity 
in weapons systems which must be maintained and flown by a voluntary peace- 
time force. It becomes increasingly imperative that our trained highly skilled 
technicians be retained in service. 

As our requirements for these people increase, their retainability must also 
increase. 

Senator Srennis. We have read a good deal of these things. We 
would rather have your version of the situation as you find it. Give 
us the hard facts as you see them. 

Colonel McDonatp. Our retention of people to man these complex 
systems has gone downward. Our evaluation of this situation is that 
our combat effectiveness is suffering. If we have a B-47 that is due 
on a target at a certain time and we have unskilled people trying to 
maintain that bombing system the aircraft can go up and everything 
work perfectly but if that bombing system faild. then the bomb or 
whatever it is doesn’t reach the target. Simply stated, if we don’t get 
airplanes into commission on the eround because of the lack of trained 
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skilled people, then we won’t get them off the ground in the Air De: 
fense Command to protect the country. Our weapons system com- 
plexity has increased tremendously. Our retention of skilled per- 
sonnel has been shown by the statistics 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me. Again we need something to justify 
that, we recommend this money to be spent for the commissaries. I 
thought that was your specialty. We want some reasons in connec- 
tion with that so that we can justify them. Senator Case, if you will 
restate your question, we can take a new start. 

Senator Casr. You have stated the issue pretty well, Mr. Chair- 
man, how is the commissary matter related to this? Have you any 
figures to show, where you have commissary privileges, that your re- 
tention rate is higher? 

Colonel McDonatp. The retention rate is a product of many things; 
the commissary, theater, pay, family housing and a lot of these things, 
We do know that during the survey a couple of years ago prices were 
18 to 30 percent cheaper and the quality better. We say that this is 
compensatory pay to take care of the cost of living. 

Senator Casr. Have you made A survey of those who leave the serv- 
ice and ask them the question, “are you leaving the service because 
vou don’t have commissary privileges?” 

Colonel McDonatp. I don’t know. 

General Rentz. Senator Case, I would like to say, as I have said 
before, commissaries are just one facet of our overall personnel facility 
picture. We can take a commissary out and I don’t think we would 
have a noticeable drop in our reenlistment rate. But if we take com- 
missaries out and take exchanges out, we take away all the so-called 
fringe benefits that help make up for many of the inadequacies of 
service life. 

Senator Casr. Are you limited at post exchanges to selling 60 items 
at the present time ? 

Colonel McDonatp. I don’t know how many it is. 

Senator Casr. There is a limitation of how many you sell at post 
exchanges. 

General Renvz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. Wouldn’t it be possible where you have post ex- 
changes to set aside a few counters where essenti: uly the items of gro- 
ceries might be provided for those people who lack the transportation 
to go a couple of miles over to the private grocery store ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir, I think that would be very possible but 
then we would have to come in for additions to our exchanges to take 
care of that space to put into groceries. 

Senator Casr. Let’s move along. If you want to supplement this. 

Senator Stennts. Let me say this to General Rentz. and others, 
while we are on that subject. I find in connection with this matter 
there is the question of self-discipline among those that are eligible to 
trade at these commissaries and post exchanges in confining it to their 
needs. The main complaint I hear is that they buy for their friends. 
That is a matter that is solely within the control of the men who are 
getting these benefits. If you can’t disc ipline } yourself, why you won't 
have anyone else to blame except yourself. This abuse is causing a lot 
of the distrust, I think, on the part of local merchants and business- 
men and that is reflected here in the Congress. 
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General Renz. Yes, I realize that. 

Senator Srennis. That is a matter you can control. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I think we have made—— 

Senator Stennis. You have to stay right on top of it. 

General Rentz. I think we have made great strides in doing that in 
the past 3 to 4 years. 

Senator Stennis. You have. I wrote my people that complained 
about it to give you time; then I wrote them again to give you more 
time but those complaints still are coming in. I have never made any 
survey but I expect that some of them are justified. It is a matter of 
self-discipline. I am going to speak next Saturday at Armed Forces 
Day and [ am not going to particularly mention that point, but I am 
going to say that the military has additional responsibility to what 
they used to have, when they are spending $38 billion a year. They 
are a large segment of the economy and they have additional responsi- 
bilities with reference to the t taxpayer’s dollar. This is a new era we 
are living in, and it is a new responsibility that you have to take on. 

General Renz. It is not only self-discipline but self-policing. Of 
all the reports I have seen recently, Mr. Chairman, not one have I read 
that was derogatory along those functions you were speaking of, in 
the PX’s and the commissionaries. 

Senator Stennis. That’s good It isa serious matter and I think you 
are spending such a large percent, I mean of the tax dollar, that it 
becomes more and more important as to how you spend that money 
and you will have to carry responsibility. I think, too, you will have 
to learn to patronize the whole local economy. That’s one reason, why, 
even though I would like to see everyone in the service have a family 
house, I think you will have to yield to the fact that some of the local 
economy will have to be utilized by these military installations.’ 

What is your next item ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Next item is, “Minot Air Force Base,” on pages 
36-140. 

MINOT AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 13th of these locations is Minot Air Force Base. 
Minot, N. Dak., is located approximately 11 miles south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and as a Strategic Air Command dispersal base. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $6,804,000. 
Fourteen items are included to support the Strategic Air Command 
dispersal mission assigned to this base. Included in their group are 
operational apron; blast deflector fences; an addition to the ‘base com- 
munications building and the base fire station; a navigational aid; a 
squadron operations ‘building; an addition to the consolidated aircraft 
maintenance shop; storage facilities for demineralized water and am- 
munitions; an addition to the base warehouse; administrative facil- 
ities ; electric emergency power, and an addition to the sanitary sewage 
treatment facilities (items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 14, 16, 21, and 
23). Four items in the program provide support for the fighter- 
interceptor mission and consist generally of an aircraft engine inspec- 
tion and repair shop; electrification for ground support equipment in 
support of fighter-interceptor aircraft; ammunition storage and a 
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squadron headquarters facility (items 8, 11, 15 and 22). Items to 
support both Strategic Air Command and Air Defense Command con- 
sist of a dental clinic, chapel education wing, commissary, and addition 
to the noncommissioned officers’ open mess, « base theater and bound- 
ary fence (items 13, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 24). 

Senator Stennis. That is one of your large items? 

Colonel Ewnanx. We are requesting $6,804,000 in new authoriza- 
tions for Minot Air Force Base. 

Senator Stennis. What are the outstanding items there? Is this a 
new one? Wasn’t that a newly authorized base ¢ 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. It has been started but is not opera- 
tionally ready yet. We do not have people stationed there as yet. 

Colonel Ewxsanx. The principal items, Mr. Chairman, on this base 
is an operational apron required for the refueling planes for the 
bomber unit there, and the second item, which is a repetitive item on 
most of our Strategic Air Command bases for the heavies, is the blast 
deflectors. This is the first time that the committee has seen this item, 
We are requesting $228,000 for blast deflectors. These are metal 
deflectors and set on the edge of the ramp and the airplane is backed 
toward them so that they absorb the blast effect from the jet engines 
during runup. We have a scheme of this, a diagram here if you would 
like to see it. 

Senator Srennis. That has nothing to do with the noise, does it ¢ 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir, it doesn’t have anything to do with the 
noise. It deflects the blast, prevents erosion of soil and prevents dust 
from blowing. 

Senator Stennis. What is the cost of that installation ¢ 

Colonel Ewpank. $228,000 at Minot. It varies according to the 
number of the airplanes you have on the base and the configuration 
of the pavement as well. The other major items are squadron oper- 
ations building for the tanker unit. There is a consolidated main- 
tenance shop. Also a classified storage area and warehouse for ADC. 
There are administrative facilities for headquarters group, and head- 
quarters squadron for ADC, and headquarters squadron for SAC. 
There is also a commissary store in this request and an addition to 
the open mess. This addition is brought about by the fact that the 
original request included an open mess NCO. However, subsequent to 
that or iginal authorization, we have now taken on this new mission and 
additional people. 

The majority of these items, Mr. Chairman, are in support of the 
SAC unit. 

Mr. BeLiev. You are asking for an increase in last year’s authoriza- 
tion of $5.8 million, am I correct ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. That’s correct. 

Senator Srennis. What is your justification for that / 

Colonel Ewnanx. The new increase in authorization at Minot is 
due principally to the increase in pavement cost. As was explained 
to the committee yesterday, the criterion increased from 100,000 
pounds wheel-loading type of pavement to 240,000 pounds for the 
B-52 which was set up for this installation. 

Senator Case. I notice by the blue figure that you have changed the 
figures for the authorization in this request, and the estimated future 
authorization, by reducing the request by about $85,000. 
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Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. Was that for an operational item ? 

Colonel Kwsnank. No, sir. That was a theater. The theater was 
reduced, Senator Case, from 500 seats down to 350. That isa minimum 
theater. 

Senator Case. You are asking for a theater here ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. You are also asking for the chapel and an educa- 
tion wing / 

Colonel Eweank. That is correct. We have already provided for 

a 150-seat chapel in the prior program and this educational wing is 
Dedened to go along with that. 

Senator Case. So this wouldn't fall in the category of the base when 
we talk about this, where you didn’t have any assembly hall other than 
possibly a new theater. 

General Ren'rz. I wouldn’t consider an educational wing, Senator 
Case, a place for a general assembly. 

Colonel Ewsank. It is made up mainly of many little rooms. 

Senator Casr. Last year you gave the authorization for this Minot 
Base at $46 million. 

General Rentz. The ultimate cost. 

Senator Casr. And now you show the ultimate cost at $62 million. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, = 

General Rentz. Last year Minot, if my memory serves me right, 
was an added start to the six B52 bases we had in the program, ‘We 
brought that over about the last day of the session. The ultimate cost 
shown was without the B-25 mission. I can give you the reasons for 
that change in ultimate cost that I have here. 

Senator Case. On page 520 of the hearings last year you testified : 

The ultimate cost at Minot is approximately $46 million. We have had author- 
ized about 18 million. We request in this program authorization for $21,215,000. 
That would be a total of about 59 million; where did you get the addi- 
tional 5 million in authorization ? 

General Renz. 1 didn’t follow all your figures. Last year we said 
that the ultimate cost was approximately 46 million. 

Senator Casr. Yes, but you testified that you had an authorization 
for 18, you were asking for an addition of 21 which would be 39 but 
the table now shows an authorization of 44.8. 

Colonel Ewsank. That includes the deficient authorization. 

General Renz. The deficiency authorization would make up the 
difference. 

Senator Case. Was that carried in a deficiency appropriation bill? 

General Renvz. It is carried as part of this bill but is shown in a 
separate section. 

Senator Case. After your testimony, which is reported at page 520? 

General Rentz. No, sir. That testimony was right according to our 
figures. 

Colonel Ewnank. That is part of $115 million that was brought to 
the committee’s attention. 

Senator Case. That you are asking for this time? 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

Senator Casr. But you actually don’t have it. 
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Colonel Ewsank. No, sir. It goes with the items that were repre- 
sented in the 39 million that you read off there beeause of increase in 
cost. 

Senator Case. Is that true of this line 20 throughout these justifi- 
cations where it says “authorization not yet in inventory’ you have 
included the increases which you haye asked for but have not yet 
received. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, that would be wherever there is a deficiency 
authorization on the base. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, that is going to be a little confusing. 
We read a line that says “Authorization not. yet in inventory” and a 
certain figure is given. I would interpret that to be authorization you 
have. The next line says “Authorization in this request.” Then the 
next line “estimated future authorization.” 

General Rentz. There are two ways we could show it. One would 
be to reduce column 20 and add it to column 21. The amount of the 
deficiency authorization. 

Senator Case. Did you anticipate action on this supplemental re- 
quest for authorization prior to considering the main bill / 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir. 

Mr. Gippens. Senator Case, on that there could have been two ways 
of showing it. One, the way we showed it. The other way is to show 
it as new authorizations requested. It would be confusing either way. 
If we showed it under the new authorizations requested in this bill, it 
would not compare with the total as shown in this because it is con- 
tained in a different portion of the bill. Since it does pertain, or is 
directly attributable, to last. year’s authorizations, it was put in this 
particular location as authorizations not yet in inventory. 

Senator Cast. Why do you say it is directly attributable to last 
year’s bill if you haven't yet got it ? 

Mr. Gippens. If and when it is approved, sir, it will be amended to 
last year’s bill and it is in here to enable us to complete the construe- 
tion authorized under last year’s bill. 

Senator Casr. Mr. Chairman, I don’t like to make a lot of work 
for somebody but it does seem to me that these books that are sub- 
mitted to us as justifications should be marked in some way so we 

can understand what is actually authorized and what yet is to be 
passed on. 

Senator Stennis. You could tell us when you start on an item from 
here on how faith is requested, if any, and what is additional general 
authorization. Maybe you can mark the books up over the weekend. 

Colonel Ewsank. We can have your copies marked up. 

Senator Srennis. Let’s go back to Grand Forks Air Force Base a 
minute. You were asking ‘for additional authorization of $11,5: 52,000 
and I failed to ask you on that. I didn’t know that that was one of 
them. It begins on page 69, doesn’t it ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 48. 

Senator Stennis. Why is there such a huge requirement for addi- 
tional authorization there? What has ch: inged since last year? 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, are you talking about the deficiency 
authorization ¢ 

Senator Stennis. Yes; you are asking for a new authorization, an 
additional authorization, at Grand Forks of 11 and a half million. 
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, General Renrz. Yes, sir. The authorization at Grand Forks was 
$18.9 and we are asking for this amount to be changed to $30 million; 
that is, approximately $11 million. 

Senator STENNIS. Yes. 

General Renrz. The authorized items that caused this increase was 
the runway primary. The current estimate when we came before this 
committee last year that we received authorization on was for $6.2 
million. The working estimate on the runway at the present time is 
$9.7 million, 

The apron operational 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, how could you be off 50 percent? 
From six-point-something to nine-point-something, which in a year’s 
time—— 

Mr. McCioup. That is a change from the 100,000-pound pavement. 

General Renvz. The change in criteria we mentioned changed that. 

Senator Stennis. Why should you be off in your calculations so far 
on that? Was it more than you figured? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The channelized traflic of the heavier aircraft that caused us to go 
in requirements from 100,000 to 240,000 pounds which was shown by 
the experience we had at Castle Air Force Base with the first B-52. 

Senator STenNis. Was that where the heavy accidents 

General Rentz. No, sir. That is the first base we started to operate 
B-52 from, 

Mr. BeLimv. The width of the wing of the airplane in relation to 
the landing strip requires that the landing gear track right down the 
center of the runway and that puts a heavy weight on that center 
and caused you to increase from 100,000- to 240,000-pound pressure ? 

General Renvz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Why didn’t you know that in advance? How 
could you be that far off ? 

Mr. McCioup. Actually it was brought to our attention by the Corps 
of Engineers. They noticed some failure in some of the 100,000- 
pound pavements. They told us with the weight that was being im- 
posed on the pavements by the heavier aircraft, particularly B52, 
the present design was not sufficient to withstand the load. They 
came up with the new 240,000-pound pavement on 2 sets of twin gear. 

General Rentz. Another thing, that arcraft was increased in weight 
considerably over what we anticipated before it came into the 
inventory too. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, let’s get the figures on Grand Forks. 
What is the actual authorization for Grand Forks today ? 

General Renz. The authorization net yet in inventory would be 
about $39 million. 

Senator Casr. The book shows $50,280,000. 

General Rentz. $11 million would have to come off on account of 
the deficiency authorization. We will show that by changing the books 
and taking the $11 million off and putting it down as estimated future 
authorizations, or authorizations in this request. 

Senator Case. If you are asking for it this year, if we had two figures 
there in that line of authorization in this request, one the amount you 
are asking in the new authorization and what you call the deficiency, 
that would give us the picture. Certainly looking at it we assume 
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you have $50 million authorization today, which you apparently 
don’t have. 

General Rentz. No. 

Mr. BeLirv. In all fairness to General Rentz and his staff, they 
furnished me with complete documents on this, and I know there was 
no intent on their part to hide anything. It is just a matter of book- 
keeping and entries in these books. 

General Rentz. Yes. 

Let’s go back before we leave Grand Forks. The first item of that 
increase was the runways. 

Runway primary. The next item is apron operational which went 
from $.3.6 to $6.7. The hydrant fuel jet went from $700,000 to $864,000. 
Aircraft shelters went from $300,000 to $722,000. 

The hangar maintenance organizational went from $65,000 to 
$117,000. 

Senator Stennis. How do you explain, General, maintenance jump- 
ing over 100 percent in your estimates ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Those are ADC ready aircraft shelters, Senator 
Stennis. We originally programed those at $300,000, $75,000 per 
shelter. There are 4 of them, each housing 2 aircraft. In the original 
estimate, we didn’t have the benefit of an engineering study. We did 
not have the benefit of a preliminary engineering estimate. They 
were put in the program last year late and, as a result, they were a 
low and a very poor estimate. After the design had been completed, 
and accepted, and as a result of the engineering analysis, we received 
a more realistic figure. 

Senator Srennis. We take your testimony here and we tell the 
Senate we have gone into these items and that you have given us 
your estimates. We think they are approximately correct, or in the 
neighborhood of being accurate, and then we return a year later and 
find that you are that far off, and we don’t know where we are. 

General Rentz. -I assure you, Mr. Chairman, we don’t put an esti- 
mate in this book that we do not consider accurate at that time. 

Senator Stennis. I am certain of that. 

General Rentz. We get these estimates from the field, and the Corps 
of Engineers furnished us these estimates, as you realize. 

Senator Case. What is the basis for the change? Who gives you the 
data to change it? 

General Rentz. The Corps of Engineers in their current working 
estimates. 

Senator Case. In your capacity you say to them, “What do you 
mean coming in with this kind of an increase, 100 percent in a year’s 
time?” 

How do you justify it? 

General Rentz. They justify it by the wage increases in the specific 
area, the increase in the cost of material, by more cut and fill, for a 
specific job than they previously had in their considerations. 

Colonel Epmonps. In most of these instances now, it is based on 
experience we have had in similar items. AIl these shelters that we 
have awarded contracts for have run in the neighborhood of this 
figure. 

Senator Stennis. The present estimated figure ? 
Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. Who is here to represent the engineers in this! 

General Renrz. We are not pointing at them. 

Senator STenNIs. I know you are not. We want to get at these 
estimates. After all what do they mean? That casts some shadows on 
the others ina way. You say it came in later and you hadn’t actually 
had a rundown on it. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. 

Senator STennis. It would be well to label them properly when 
you bring them in so the project estimate speaks for itself. 

Any thing further on that item? Next one? 

Colonel Ewsank. We were on Minot. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case, were you through with Minot? 

Senator Casg. I think so. 


NIAGARA FALLS MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 


Colonel Ewpank. Next one is page 155, Mr. Chairman, Niagara 
Falls Municipal Airport; Niagara Falls, N. Y. 

General Renz. The 14th of these locations is Niagara Falls Muni- 
cipal Airport. Niagara Falls, N. Y. is located approximately 3 miles 
west of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and Reserve units. 

The commitee has been provided with detailed information with re- 
spect to the items in this program in the total amount of $974,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 


sist generally of electrification for eround support equipment in sup- 
port of fighter-interceptor aircraft; ammunition storage; a commis- 


sary store; and an addition to the exchange facility. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $974,000 of new authorization 
at this installation. Four items are involved. The two major items 
are Classified ammunition storage area and an exchange facility addi- 
tion. There is also a commissary store in the program and ramp power 
electrification. 

Senator Stennis. What is that ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is the ramp-power electrification system we 
described for you this morning. 

Senator Stennis. This one costs more than the others. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is for the ramp at $131,000 and is a little 
cheaper than many ‘other cases you will find. 

Senator Srennis. It is not the type you explained this morning. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That was inside the hangar. These are the outlets 
out on the ramp. That was for $15,000. 

Senator ne Senator Case ? 

Senator Case. I said I thought I was through with Minot, but there 
is one thing that confuses me a little bit. Looking | back and checking 
page 51 on the Grand Forks justification, we have the data with refer- 
ence to the operational apron. The unit cost on the concrete there is 
estimated at $16.50 a square yard; at Minot the unit cost is $20 a square 
yard. Those are both North Dakota sites on about the same latitude. 
Why should the square yard cost be $16.50 at Grand Forks and $20 at 
Minot? In each instance for an operational apron / 

Colonel Ewsank. These are current working estimates, Senator, and 
I'm sure that we have a preliminary planning report on that and we 
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could get the information for you. It is a difference of probably cut 
and fill or something else that doesn’t show in the unit cost. 

Senator Srennis. With whom are you going to confer about that? 
The engineers ¢ 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Ewpank. I’m sure we have a project planning report from 
the Corps of Engineers back in the Pentagon. 

General Rentz. That would show the difference between the unit 
cost and the reason for the difference. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s have a special answer on that. 

Senator Casr. I invite your attention also to the fact that at Grand 
Forks the quantity is 34,000 square yards. At Minot it is 120,000 square 
yards, so that there is at least 3 times the quantity at Minot and yet the 
greater cost is at Minot. The unit cost is $20 where the job is 3 times as 
large and in the same State you see. 

Colonel Ewrnank. We will get the planning reports and furnish that 
information to the committee. 

(The information was subsequently furnished and is printed below.) 


GRAND ForRKS AND MINOT APRON, OPERATIONAL, 1955 MOP 


1. The item at Grand Forks AFB, $16.50 per square yard, consists of a rela- 
tively small addition to an existing mass apron. Practically no site preparation 
is required. Experience costs for pavement only, without support items, at 
Grand Forks has been $14 to $19 per square yard depending on site and type. 
The 1958 pavement requirement is programed at average cost. 

2. The item at Minot AFB, $20 per square yard, consists of 2 portions; one 
is an addition to an existing mass apron, the other is a new SAC alert facility in 
a separate area, which requires considerable earthwork. The soil at Minot is 
frost-susceptible and must be removed and replaced with nonsusceptible material 
for foundations. This condition does not exist at Grand Forks. 


Senator Srennts. I will have to ask you gentlemen to excuse me 
now. Senator Case, if you will continue just as long as you see fit. 

You are going to give us a special answer on the matter that Senator 
Case inquired about. You ought to bring the engineers in on that. 

Colonel Ewnank. We rely on their estimates and planning reports. 

Senator Stennis. We rely on you though when you come here and 
ask for this money. I will see you gentlemen next week. 

Senator Cass (presiding). Next project? 

Colonel Ewsanx. The next base is Niagara Falls Municipal Air- 
port. As I stated we requested $974,000 new authorization, I believe 
I mentioned the items. 

Senator Case. Again we will get the data on the commissary here in 
that narrative report you will give us? 

General Rentz. Right. 

Colonel Ewsank. With respect to that commissary at Niagara 
Falls; none exists and there are 290 family housing units programed 
which will concentrate a considerable number of families on the base 
that they haven’t had before. They are also 714 miles from the nearest 
shopping area. 

Senator Casr. The next project ? 

Colonel Ewrank. The next base, sir, is Otis Air Force Base on page 
180, Falmouth, Mass. 
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OTIS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 15th of these locations is Otis Air Force Base, 
Falmouth, Mass. is located approximately 7 miles south southwest of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command 
fighter-interceptor mission and as an airborne early warning and 
control installation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $10,811,000. 
An item for electrical power outlets in the field maintenance hangar 
{item 5) to support jet aircraft supports the fighter-interceptor mis- 
sion. Five items are included to support both the fighter-interceptor 
and airborne early warning mission and consist generally of family 
housing; replacement of troop housing and messing facilities; addi- 
tions to the commissary store and the heating plant; and security 
fencing (items 1, 2,3,4,7). 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $10,811,000 for Otis. The 
largest single item is for family housing, 488 units at $8,594,000. 

Senator Case. That is direct’ military housing ? 

Colonel Ewpsank. That is correct. As you know we lease Otis. 

It is actually State-owned land and, therefore, title VIII housing is 
not considered feasible. 

Senator Casr. Last year General Rentz said the ultimate cost is 
approximately $45 million and this time the grand total is estimated 
at $74 million. What isthe reason for that? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. I think we should go into executive 
session on this. It is a change of mission that will come about. 

Senator Case. For the purpose of this record, your statement is 
sufficient, that it is some change of mission. 

What is the situation with respect to the authorization 

Colonel nn The authorization deficiency at Otis. 

General Rentz. Id like to say something, before you question that 
figure. We picked up in our inventory the additional Army facilities 
at Camp Edwards that were turned over to us so that, in turn, changes 
the ultimate cost of the base by reflecting those facilities in our 
inventory. 

Colonel Ewsank. The inventory total went up considerably over 
what was 

Senator Casz. You can cover it further in your memorandum or 
when we are in executive session. 

In taking over the Edwards items, are you taking over any dormi- 
tories ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The existing dormitories are the World War IT 
mobilization type and practically no maintenance has been done on 
the dormitories in years. They are in extremely poor condition. We 
are initiating quite a repl: cement program at Otis in airman living 
facilities. This is the second increment in our replacement program, 
600 replacement spaces, 3 dormitories. Also it is our second incre- 
ment for the dining hall replacement. The dormitories are the typical 
old mobilization two-story-type facility with the bare bay interior. 
The studding on the inside, when you pull the outside sheathing off 
is et with dry rot. The maintenance is extremely high on them 
as we 
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Senator Case. Are they being used at present ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, our airmen are living in them. 

Senator Casr. What about the mess ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The messes are the same way. Here is a typical 
example of the interior portion of them right there. 

(Picture examined by Senator Case.) 

Senator Caspr. How much are you asking in this bill by way of 
authorization for replacement dormitories? 

General Rentz. Dormitories and messing, Senator, approximately 
$19 million. 

Senator Casr. If the committee, responding to the sentiment of the 
Congress and the Senate, said we know you have some replacement 
roblems and we will allow a certain lump sum and ask you to estab- 
fish a priority, that would be a workable way of doing it rather than 

making spot eliminations on our part, wouldn’t it ? 

Gener al Rentz. If there was any elimination, Senator, that would 
be a better way to do it. 

I'd like to say that the replacements we have in this program have 
been screened out from millions of dollars of other replacements we 
had in the program as a requirement. These were all picked as the 
top priority for replacement. 

Another thing I would like to mention is that these replacements 
decrease the amount of money that we would have to spend out of 
our M. and O. funds for the maintenance of these old facilities for a 
year or two more. 

Senator Casr. I just want your opinion on that. It would be better 
perhaps for us to say here is $19 million for replacement. Suppose 
we place a ceiling and say that the replacement items shall not exceed 
10 or 15 percent? That would provide for the exercise of some discre- 
tion based upon the facility requirements. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir, Senator, I certainly go along with your 
thinking there. 

Senator Case. But you hope we don’t do it at all. 

General Rentz. For the alst 4 or 5 years we have been trying to 
get underway a replacement program that would be realistic ‘and we 
have not been able to make great headway. Only 5 percent of our 
entire program this year is replacement. 

Senator Casr. All right, the next project ? 

Colonel Ewpanx. The next base is Oxnard Air Force Base, Calif. 


OXNARD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 16th of these locations is Oxnard Air Force 
Base. Camarilla, Calif. is located approximately 2 miles east of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions. 

The committee has been provided with detailed mformation with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,082,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop; elec- 
trification for ground support equipment in support of fighter-inter- 
ceptor aireraft; stor age facilities for ammunitions and base cold 
storage for food; a squadron headquarters building; troop housing 
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and messing facilities; exchange facilities; and an addition to the 
NCO open mess. 

Yolonel Ewsank. We are requesting a total of $2,082,000 in new 
authorization for this installation, The major items are classified 
storage ammunition area, engine inspection repair shop, dormitory 
and dining hall for the airmen, and an addition to the exchange 
facilities. 

Senator Case. Are these replacements or additions ¢ 

General Rentz. They are deficiencies. They are not replacements. 

Colonel Ewnanx. The existing dormitories at Oxnard are good but 
they are living in a crowded condition. In many instances, four men 
to a room. 

Mr. BeLirv. You will still have a deficiency of about 259 spaces 
there, will you not? 

Colonel Ewnank. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLiarv. Where will those men live ? 

Colonel Ewrnanx. They will live crowded up, 3 or 4toa room. This 
will relieve quite a bit of the overcrowded conditions but there will 
still be some. 

Mr. BeLirv. Do you feel you are getting a higher reenlistment 
ratio, or percentage, as a result of your housing program over the past 
few years? 

Colonel Ewnank. I would like to ask Colonel McDonald to answer 
that. I’m sure it will be in the affirmative. 

Colonel McDonatp. I would say “Yes,” but it is difficult to pin 
retention to any one of the things that we consider important person- 
nel facilities. 

Senator Case. I note in the exchange facilities you requested here, 
you are asking for 11,653 square feet which would be twice as much 
as you have. “You are shooting for three times what you now have? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. What is the reason for that much of a requirement ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Right now the post exchange that they have is 
less than 5,000 square feet. They have just room enough for a very 
minimum amount of sales store space. They are short of storeroom 
space. They need this for such things as cafeteria, concessionaires, a 
place for the barbershop, and so forth. 

Senator Case. Isn't there a barbershop in the present PX? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, sir. The last time I was out there Senator 
Case, I happened to got to the barbershop. The barbershop they had 
was in the barracks day room. They were taking up crowded space. 

Senator Case. Next project ? 

Colonel Ewrank. The next one is Peterson Field, on page 118. 
This is in Colorado Springs. 


PETERSON FIELD, COLO. 


General Rentz. The 17th of these locations is Peterson Field, Colo- 
‘ado Springs, Colo., is located approximately 6 miles west of this base. 

The planned use of this base is to provide flying support for the 
headquarters of the Continental Air Defense Command. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $136,000. 
Both items provide for the acquisition of necessary real estate to pro- 








198 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


vide clearance easements and preclude the erection of flight hazards 
in the runway approach zones. 

Colonel Ewsank. Two land items, for $136,000. This first land 
item, fee purchase is required to prevent the erection of obstacles in 
the approach zone of the north-south runway and the second item, 
land easement clearance is for a clearance easement at both ends of 
our instrument runway. At present we do not have clearance ease- 
ment. This isa protective measurement. 

Senator Casr. This project would be subject to review at the time 
of land acquisition ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. Next base is page 184, Portland Inter- 
national Airport, at Portland, Oreg. 


PORTLAND INTERNATIONAL ATRPORT 





















General Rentz. The 18th of these locations is Portland Interna- 
tional Airport, Portland, Oreg., is located approximately 5 miles 
south-southwest of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and reserve units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $4,328,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of operational apron; power check pad; arresting bar- 
riers; ready aircraft shelters; and alert hangar; a crew readiness 
building, flight simulator training building; electrification for ground 
support equipment in support of fighter-interceptor aircraft; a jet 
test cell; and organizational maintenance hangar; aviation fuel stor- 
age; rocket assembly and storage facilities; and sewage lines to con- 
nect the base sanitary sewage system to the city of Portland system. 

Colonel Ewnanx. We are requesting $4,328,000 of new authoriza- 
tion for this installation and the principal items are parking apron 
for the aircraft, a ready shelter for the fighters and alert hangar, a 
readiness crew building and an or ganizational maintenance hangar. 
There is also a requirement for base rockets assembly storage and 
some additional aviation fuel storage. Those are the main items. 

Mr. BrLiev. This is where you have an agreement with the Port- 
land municipality to utilize the Portland municipal base and vou cut 
out the Greater Portland Airbase rent ¢ 

Colonel Ewnanxk. That’s correct. 

Mr. BeLrev. How much was the Greater Portland Airbase to cost? 

Colonel Ewnank. We had $13 million in authorization for the new 
airfield. 

Mr. BeLtev. Last year? 

Colonel Ewpank. That was not the ultimate cost. 

Mr. BeLrev. So you will get this facility at least at. less than half 
the proposed cost for the Greater Portland Airbase ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. The Greater Portland Airbase was to cost $35 
million. 

Senator Casr. Does this require the heavy-duty payment for the 
operational apron ? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, sir. 

Senator Caspr. It would appear you have a much more favorable 
item on the unit cost. 
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Colonel Ewnank. This is not the heavy-type pavement. 

Senator Casr. That perhaps explains why you have only 14-D? 

Colonel Ewsank. I am trying to find the strength of this in there. 

Mr. Ferry. I can add to that, Colonel. It is light duty. 

Senator Casz. All right, the next project? 

Colonel Ewsank. The next project is on page 199, Presque Isle Air 
Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine. 


PRESQUE ISLE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 19th of these locations is Presque Isle Air 
Force Base. Presque Isle, Maine, is located approximately 1 mile 
southeast of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command opera- 
tional unit. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $244,000. 
Both items provide support for this Strategic Air Command mission 
and consist generally of an addition to the exchange f facilities and the 
replacement of the recreational gymnasium. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $244,000 in new authorization 
for this installation, involving two items, a small addition to the 
exchange and a rec reational gymnasium. 

Senator Case. Is Presque ‘Isle relatively isolated or some distance 
from other facilities ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, Ay is really isolated. It is a long way 
from any real populated area 


General Rentz. You can see o thee mission that is going to go in there. 

Senator Case. I understand. 

Next project. 

Colonel Ewsank. Next base is on page 202 Richard I. Bong Air 
Force Base, Kansasville, Wis. 


RICHARD I, BONG AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renz. The 20th of these locations is Richard I. Bong Air 
Force Base. Kansasville, Wis., is located approximately 1 mile north- 
east of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions and as a Strategic Air Command dispersal base. 

The committee has been prov ided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $7,804,000. 
Two items are included to support the Strategic Air Conga ‘dis- 
persal mission assigned to this base. Ine Juded in this group are the 
widening and lengthening of the primary runway and construction of 
avfuel storage (items l and 2). 

The remaining item in the program provides support for both the 
SAC and ADC missions and includes the construction of utility sys- 
tems. 

Colonel Ewrank. At this installation we are requesting $7,800,000 
of new authorization. It involves three items, the runway primary 
which will be an extension and widening project, that is the big item, 
Senator Case, and storage for aviation fuel and utilities. The utilities 
as you will note is also a sizable item. It provides, in general, for 
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roads, central heating, telephone lines, power, distribution lines, water 
distribution, sewage treatment and collection, main lines, and so forth. 

Senator Case. You have a high unit cost here of $24 on the primary 
runway. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, $24. This is for heavy-duty pavement, sir. 

Senator Case. Do you have anything on the cost on that ? 

Colonel Epmonps. I don’t get the question ? 

General Renz. The unit cost on the first item runway primary, 
extension and widening, Richard I. Bong, $26. 

Senator Cass. That seems to be the highest unit cost we have had 
on that type of construction. 

Colonel Epmonps. I have nothing specific on the cost of that except 
it is a fairly high cost area. 

Mr. McCrovup. We are not carrying a current contract in our latest 
report. 

Senator Case. Suppost you give us something on the record on that? 

Colonel Ewsann. We will check with the Corps of Engineers. 

(The information was subsequently furnished and is printed 


below :) 


Wuy THE $24 Price Per SQquaRE YARD FoR RUNWAY AT RicHarp [, Bone! 


We have no actual bidding experience at Richard I. Bong. The 1956 program 
is in the final stages of design and contracts will be awarded beginning in August 
1957. The latest current working estimate for runway pavements at this loca- 
tion, based on advanced design, is $24.38 per square yard (125,000 square yards at 
$3,048,000). This figure was rounded off at $24 in pricing the identical item in 
the 1958 program at Richard I. Bong. 

Senator Case. These books are not available to the Members of the 
Senate but, when we report the bill, we have some responsibility of 
being sure in our own minds that there is a justification, if on a partic- 
ular project the unit cost is greater. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes,sir. We will furnish that. 

Senator Case. All right; the next project ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 206, Selfridge 
Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Mich. We are requesting $2,898,000 
in new authorization for this. 


SELFRIDGE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 21st of these locations is Selfridge Air Force 
Base. 

Mount Clemens, Mich., is located approximately 3 miles southwest 
of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions, reserve units, and headquarters for the 10th Air 
Force (CNC). 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,898,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and con- 
sist generally of electrification for ground-support equipment in sup- 
port of fighter-interceptor aircraft ; ammunition storage; replacement 
of substandard base cold food storage facility ; modification of an air- 
men’s dormitory; and community support facilities. 
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Colonel Ewsanx. Primary items are for classified storage ammuni- 
tion area, airmen’s dormitories, commissary store, the electrification 
facilities on the ramp and field maintenance hangar. 

Senator Case. Wasn’t Selfridge one of the first airbases in the his- 
tory of the old Air Corps? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, it was; it dates back to 1917, World 
War I. 

Senator Casr. Haven't you had a commissary store there before ? 

Colonel Ewsank. They are presently using old warehouse space. It 
has been used for years but it is really needed for what it was orig- 
inally intended. This year we are attempting to get a commissary so 
we can utilize the warehouse space that we now have the commis- 
sary in. 

Senator Casge. How far is Selfridge from Mount Clemens? 

General Rentz. Three miles southwest. 

Senator Case. Is there any community or housing development ad- 
jacent to the base? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, there is; but I don’t know about shopping 
centers right outside the base. We have quite a sizable amount of 
family housing on Selfridge, the old-type family housing. 

Senator Casr. I have never been on Selfridge but I had the impres- 
sion it was one of the first bases in the country, as I have read of it for 
years. 

General Renz. Of course, the strength then was much lower. 

Senator Casr. The strength was, but during the period of time it 
would occur to me, that in 40 years the housewives have found some 
place to buy groceries fairly close. 

Colonel Ewsrank. They do have a commissary right now and it is in 
the warehouse. They have been using warehouse space that is sorely 
needed to be used for that purpose. 

Senator Casr. You have cold storage listed here too, but that is 
marked as replacement. 

Is that a true replacement or is it part of the warehouse ? 

Colone] Ewrank. Right now we have many of the old cold-storage- 
type boxes setting inside of the warehouse. I believe it is in the same 
building with the commissary and is what is now serving for a cold- 
storage food plant. It is unsanitary and unsatisfactory. 

Mr. BeLrev. In your justification, you say the present mobilization- 
type meat storage and process building is not usable. Are you us- 
ing it? 

Colonel Ewpank. We are using it but it is not sanitary. It is un- 
satisfactory. In other cases we have had high rate of food spoilage 
and that sort of thing. 

Senator Case. You say no space is available for fat rendering and 
that sufficient space is not available for processing and storing of 
processed meats. It is customary for you to fry the fat down? 

Colonel] Ewsank. Yes; on the big bases if we can render the fat 
it is always done. 

Senator Case. In connection with the page dealing with the chapel 
and educational wing, I notice that, in February 1956, the existing 
chapel was extensively damaged by fire and a project for construction 
of a new 300-seat chapel was submitted as an emergency project and 
approved. Has that been built ? 
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Colonel Kwrank. It hasn’t been built. Isn’t it under construction 
now ? 

Mr. McCuoun. It is currently set up for an award in May. Whether 
we will make it this month or not, I can’t tell you. Anything this 
month is just a guess, 

Senator Casr. Next project. 

Colonel Ewnank. Next base is Sioux City Municipal Airport, 
Towa. 

SIOUX CITY MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 


General Rentz. The 22d of these locations is Sioux City Municipal 
Airport. Sioux City, Iowa, is located approximately 4 miles north- 
northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $248,000, 
Both items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of an aircraft washrack and an addition to the rocket 
assembly and storage facility. 

Colonel Eweank. We are requesting $248,000 new authorization 
at this installation involving two items, a washrack and a rocket 
assembly storage facility. 

Senator Case. Here I see a red line drawn through the commissary 
store item. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, this was one of the many—— 

Senator Casr. You have eliminated that on your own 4 

General Renrz. It was deleted during the review. 

Colonel Ewsank. You will note we have eliminated many of them. 

Mr. BeLiev. The committee can assume that those you have in- 
cluded you believe to be absolutely essential ? 

Mr. Ferry. Not only do we believe they are essential, but so do the 
Bureau of the Budget and the Office of the Secretary of Defense. 

General Renz. It also was reviewed by the Secretary of Defense 
and the Bureau of the Budget. 

Senator Casz. The next project ? 

Colonel Ewrank. The next base is Stewart Air Force Base at the 
Newburgh, N. Y., area. 


STEWART AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 23d of these locations is Stewart Air Force 
Base. Newburgh, N.Y., is located approximately 4 miles east of this 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions, headquarters for the Eastern Air Defense Force, 
and as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided detailed information with respect 
to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,149,000. All 
items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and consist 
generally of an addition to the rocket assembly and storage facility; 
ammunition storage; electrification for ground support equipment in 
support of fighter-interceptor aircraft; an addition to the chapel 
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education wing; and the removal of hazards in the runway approach 
zones. 

Colonel Ewnank. We are requesting $2,149,000 new authorization at 
this installation. The principal items are a classified storage am- 
munition area, a storage base rocket assembly building, and the elee- 
trical distribution facilities for the Century series fighters. The last 
item is a hazard removal which consists of treetopping and the ex- 
cavation of a hill. The trees extend 50 feet into the glide angle off 
the east-west runway and the hill protrudes approximately 20 feet into 
the glide angle. 

Senator Case. Here there is no change from the picture you pre- 
sented last year as to authorization or ultimate cost ¢ 

Colonel Ewrpank. It is the same. 

Senator Case. $41.5 last year and it is the same. 

Colonel Ewpank. There has been no change. 

Senator Case. Next project. 

Yolonel Ewsank. Next base is Suffolk County Air Force Base, 
N. Y. 
SUFFOLK COUNTY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 24th of these locations is Suffolk County Air 
Force Base. Westhampton Beach, N. Y., is located approximately 2 
miles south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,144,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and con- 
sist generally of electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar for support of jet aircraft; ammunitions storage; community 
facilities ; utilities and land acquisition to develop a new area in which 
the new community facilities will be located. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $1,144,000 of new authoriza- 
tion for this installation. The major items here are for the classified 
storage ammunition area, a commissary store, utilities, and electric 
distribution facilities for the field maintenance hangar to take care of 
the F-106 aircraft. 

General Renz. The ultimate cost remains exactly the same, too. 

Senator Case. All right; the next project ? 

Colonel Ewranx. The next base is Truax Field, Madison, Wis. 


TRUAX FIELD 


General Rentz. The 25th of these locations is Truax Field. Madi- 
son, Wis., is located approximately 1 mile south of this base. 

_ The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions and as another ADC mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,128,000. 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and 
consist generally of electrical power outlets in the field maintenance 
hangar for support of jet aircraft; the replacement of the exchange 
facility and the officers’ open mess; and the removal of buildings to 
provide space for base expansion. 
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Colonel Ewsanx. We are requesting $1,128,000 of new authoriza. 
tion for this installation and the major items are an exchange facility 
which is a replacement, an officers’ open mess replacement, and the 
electrical distribution for the F-106. There are also some land items 
as you can see at the bottom of the page. 

enator Case. The land items are largely estimated as easements, 
or are they fee title acquisitions ? 

Colonel Ewrnanx. These are easements. The one for 81 acres and 
the other for 7 acres are for land easement. One is for right-of-way 
and one is a restrictive easement. 

Mr. BreLiev. The hazard removal is similar to the previous one, 

Colonel Ewpank. That is correct. 

Senator Case. In this instance, the modification of the authoriza- 
tion originally completed is an increase rather than a decrease; what 
you want this year is an increase ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; because of the added land items. 

Senator Casr. Because of these land items ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes; this removal of the hazard is not quite the 
same. It removes trees and removes a small house which is a vision 
obstruction from the control tower to the end of the runway, and we 
are extending the runway here. 

Senator Case. Is the total future authorization changed, or does 
the total cost remain the same ? 

General Rentz. The ultimate cost remains the same, Senator. 

Senator Case. It is just a shifting within the total? 

General Rentz. Yes; within the overall cost. 

Senator Casr. The next project ? 


Colonel Ewranxk. The next base, the Tyndall Air Force Base, page 
238. 


TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 26th of these locations is Tyndall Air Force 
Base. Springfield, Fla., is located approximately 4 miles west north- 
west of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for training Air Defense Command 
and Air Training Command operational units. 

The committee has been provided detailed information with respect 
to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,186,000. 

All items provide support for the training of Air Defense Command 
operational units and consist generally of a field maintenance hangar; 
electrification for ground support equipment in support of fighter-in- 
terceptor aircraft; aircraft engine inspection and repair, base am- 
munitions, and armament and electronics shops; ammunition storage 
facilities; an officers’ quarters: a base chapel; and an addition to the 
service club. 

Colonel Ewnanx. The major items are a field maintenance hangar 
at this base, an engine repair and inspection shop an armament elec- 
tronic shop, a storage igloo, an officers’ quarters, and a chapel and 
service dieb. I might say that the mission since last year has changed 
and on page 238 in the mission column, the last item is the new mis- 
sion and was explained during the operations briefing yesterday; 
Colonel Darby pointed out Tyndall as a weapon-employment center to 
take care of our annual training for fighter-interceptor squadrons in 
the Zone of Interior. 
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Senator Case. Does this $18.91 in unit cost for the hangar repre- 
sent an average for the country ? 

Mr. McCroup. What is the price ? 

General Renz. $18.91. Field maintenance hangar. 

Senator Case. You have the estimate rounded off at that. Is this 
a standard size hangar? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes. We have a definitive. This is the 41,229 
square feet, regular type hangar, field maintenance type. It is the 
type that we provide on fighter type stations. If you talk about a 
standard field maintenance hangar for a bombardment type aircraft, 
the large multiengine type, they get up to 105,000 square feet. 

Mr. BeLiev. This would be the same hangar for all aircraft of simi- 
lar type construction, but the cost depends on local conditions. 

Senator Case. Any records of construction costs of similar items? 

Mr. McCrovp. I have a price on the 1955 program, and this hangar 
under contract, for about $20 per square foot. 

Colonel Ewpank. We have this one at $18.91. 

General Rentz. It isa little below the contract award. 

Senator Casr. Having worked with figures in appropriations a 
good deal, I have seen rounded off figures a good many times for differ- 
ent projects, but it would be a little unusual to design a hangar to 
come out at a round figure of $1 million. 

General Rentz. Do you have the last contract award of a hangar 
this size? 

Mr. McCiovp. The one I gave you is 20,100 square feet. 

General Rentz. This one is 41,000. 

Mr. McCrovup. I don’t have one of that size at Tyndall. 


Senator Case. Obviously hangars are designed for the accommoda- 
tions of the planes they have to service, rather than to design a hangar 
for a million dollars. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. 

Senator Case. If you find a little history on that, put it in at this 
point in the record. 

(The information was subsequently furnished and is printed below :) 


HANGAR AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE, TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE 


The hangar at Tyndall AFB is priced at $18.91 per square foot. This hangar 
is to be constructed in accordance with definitive drawing 39-01-65. The record 
reveals no hangar of comparable size has been constructed within recent years 
in the vicinity of Tyndall AFB. Figures based upon any construction prior to 
1955 would be of little or no value. 

The average cost of a facility of this size and type is $18.40 per square foot. 
Other hangars comparable to this have prices in the 1958 program ranging from 
$18 to $27.80. The $18.91 figure developed by the Corps of Engineers for Tyndall 
is considered to be a reasonable one. A range between $17 and $21 represents 
a reasonable cost for this type of hangar. 


Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Wurtsmith Air Force 
Base. 
WURTSMITH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 27th of these locations is Wurtsmith Air Force 
Base. Oscoda, Mich., is located approximately 3 miles southeast of 
this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor missions. 
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The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,909,000, 
All items provide support for the fighter-interceptor missions and 
consist generally of the replacement of a portion of the primary in- 
strument runway and operational parking apron; an aircraft engine 
inspection and repair shop; ammunitions storage ; troop messing facili- 
ties; exchange facilities; and an addition to the base heating plant. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The principal items are a runway primary re- 
placement project, a small portion of the apron is a replacement proj- 
ect, an engine repair and inspection shop, and a classified ammunition 
storage area. Also a dining hall for the airmen, exchange, and the 
electrification facility that was described to you this morning. 

Mr. BeLrev. This is a continuation of the runway replacement pro- 
gram you presented last year and defined, is it not? 

Colonel Ewrank. No, this is not an extension. This is a replace- 
ment of a bad runway that we have at Wurtsmith Air Force Base. 
Like several of the other northern bases we have, they are built over 
very poor subsoil conditions. 

Senator Casz. When was it originally constructed ? 

Colonel Ewsanxk. The runway was before 1940. It is a pretty old 
runway. 

Senator Casr. Even if the foundation conditions weren’t too good 
or if they presented special problems, anything designed before 1940 
wouldn’t necessarily be suitable for current-type aircraft. 

Colonel Ewsank. Not for the 106’s where you have high pressure 
tires. This runway is only 6 inches thick, laid on a scanty subsoil 
preparation and a minimum amount of compaction—I guess it doesn’t 
hold up. 

Senator Casr. Do you take up this runway or lay it side by side? 

Colonel EpmMonps. We will excavate the bad material out and re- 
place it. 

Senator Casr. In some cases you might leave the old runway and 
leave it for taxiing ? 

Colonel Epmonps. It depends on the soil conditions whether we 
replace or overlay. 

Senator Casr. Next project ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Next is Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngs- 
town, Ohio. 

YOUNGSTOWN MUNICIPAL AIRPORT 


General Rentz. The 28th of these locations is Youngstown Munici- 
pal Airport. Vienna, Ohio, is located approximately 2 miles south 
southeast of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter- 
interceptor mission and Reserve units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $217,000. 
Both items provide support for the fighter-interceptor mission and 
consist generally of an addition of a chapel education wing to the 
base chapel and the construction of a road to provide access to this 
facility. 

Colonel Ewpank. Here we are requesting $217,000 of new authoriza- 
tion, involving three items. They are chapel education wing, base 
theater, and a small item involving a road. There is no chapel educa- 
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tional wing existing and they are using any borrowed space that is 
available. 

Senator Casz. I don’t think the committee will quarrel with chapels 
or educational wings, but I notice that again you have eliminated the 
commissary store on your own initiative. What is the situation with 
regard to a theater at present ? 

Colonel Ewrank. There is no theater available at Youngstown. 
They are using the service club for their evening movies. 

Mr. BeLiev. You are 10 miles from the nearest town with no bus 
down ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Weare a long way out from Youngstown. 

Senator Casr. The only other item is the road? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Case. We will recess until Tuesday at 10: 30. 

(Whereupon the hearing was adjourned at 4: 45 p. m.) 
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TUESDAY, MAY 21, 1957 


Unitep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON MinrrarRy ConsTRUCTION, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. 0. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 11:30 a. m., in room 
212, Senate Office Building. 
Present:: Senators Stennis (presiding) , Jackson, and Case, 
Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 
Senator Stennis. What is your next item ? 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY 


General Rentz. The Air Force Academy. We have several wit- 
nesses from Air Force Academy and Colonel Noonan who is the liaison 
officer for the Air Force Academy in our office. They will take over. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you had full authorization for that 
already. 

Colonel Noonan. We have $21,341,000 in this program and this is 
in addition to the original 126 million. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN M. FERRY, SPECIAL ASSISTANT FOR INSTAL- 
LATIONS; ACCOMPANIED BY BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM E. RENTZ, 
DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY; COL. JOHN N. EWBANK, DEPUTY 
DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY; JOHN R. GIBBENS, ASSOCIATE 
DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE; 
WILLIE SUTTON, OFFICE OF DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF, MATERIEL; 
GEORGE LAVALLEE, OFFICE, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, IN- 
STALLATIONS; LT. COL. ARTHUR G. WITTERS, AIR FORCE 
ACADEMY; LT. COL. S. F. NOONAN, LIAISON OFFICER, HEAD- 
QUARTERS, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE, FOR AIR FORCE 
ACADEMY CONSTRUCTION AGENCY; COL. EDGAR R. JACKSON, 
DIRECTORATE OF REAL PROPERTY; COL. MELVIN T. EDMONDS, 
DIRECTORATE OF CONSTRUCTION; LINDWOOD B. McCLOUD, DI- 
RECTORATE OF CONSTRUCTION; LT. COL. JAMES A. DARBY, 
DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; LEONARD I. JACOBS. DIREC- 
TORATE OF FACILITIES SUPPORT 


Senator Stennis. Why do you ask for these additions now? Did 
you ask due to inflated costs? Is this due to additional items? 

Colonel Noonan. Generally, sir, it is due to the inflated cost. We 
had overall 126 million to provide so many facilities. In this chart 
we can show you briefly what liappened during the course of the 
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time we have been building. Originally we had 126 million to pro- 
vide an Academy. During that period of time from 1953 when we 
got the money until April “of 1957 we have had a 23.6 increase in the 
cost of construction and in this tube of money that you have you can 
only squeeze so much out with the rise in costs. 

Senator Stennis. Have you made any effort to go on and provide 
your facilities by squeezing out some of the specifications, altering 
your situation, and trying to live within your gross sum allowed ¢ 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir; we have tried very hard to whittle down 
the design of the Academy to be as austere as possible, but at the same 
-time we know we want to provide a national monument that we should 
be proud of someday and we feel we should not be putting in something 
that we would not be proud of in the future, Mr. Chairman. 

General Rentz. Colonel Witters has a statement he would like to 
make and it may clear up some of the points that would arise. It is 
a short statement. 

Colonel Wirrrrs. My name is Lt. Col. Arthur G. Witters, Director 
of Installations, United States Air Force Academy. I am appearing 
before you as the representative of the Superintendent, United States 
Air Force Academy. 

The Air Force Academy is here to justify additional authorization. 
Under Public Law 325 of the 83d Congress, a total of $126 million 
was authorized. Of this sum, $1 million was rehabilitation and modi- 
fication of structures for an interim location for the Air Force Acad- 
emy. As most of you are aware, during the 2d session, 84th Con- 
gress, additional authorization for the interim location was sec ured to 
bri ing this total to $1,858,000. This was accomplished as a provision of 
Public Law 814, 2d session, 84th Congress. This action left the 
authorization available for the permanent site at $124,142,000. 

To date, $116,314,000 has been appropriated against the $124, 142,000. 

Separate action before the Appropriations Committee will be taken 
to secure funds to cover the residual authorization. This action may 
take one of two courses, that is, reprograming of fiscal year 1957 funds 
or a request for emergency appropriation of fiscal year 1958 funds. 
The funds are urgently needed because at the present time $93,579,- 
482.86 has been obligated by contract award. By August, the 
$116,314,000 presently appropriated will have been obligated by con- 
tract award. 

The funding of the residual authorization mentioned before must 
be accomplished to provide funds to proceed with contract award be- 
tween the time present funds have been exhausted and the time when 
fiscal year 1958 funds will become available. It is proposed that the 
funds contained in the residual authorization will bridge this gap. 

Funds will be requested to support the line items here presented. 
The total authorization request before you today is $21,341,000 which 
will bring the total for the permanent site to $145,483,000. 

Basically the items before you constitute the initial increments of the 
airfield complex, cadet training facilities primarily in the maneuver 
area, the second increment of airmen support facilities (consisting of 
dormitories, service club, and branch bank), the cadet. chapel, and a 
hospital. Other items are included to supply the utilities support to 
these facilities. 
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This committee has been furnished a copy of the line items against 
which this authorization is being proposed. I will be happy to try to 
answer any questions on the individual line items. 

Senator Stennis. Just to be sure, these items you list on pages 273 
and 274 of the Red Book, are they items for which no authorization has 
already been made ? 

Colonel Wirrers. Sir, the initial bulk authorization of $125 million, 
less the $1 million for the interim site was a bulk authorization with a 
tentative list of facilities. Now the purchasing power of the $125 
million——— 

Senator Stennis. Before you go further on that, you feel that you 
do not have authorization alre: ady for these items you have listed like 
this primary runway and taxiway amounting to $3 million. Do you 
feel like you have to have express authoriz: ition before you can build 
that ° 

Colonel Wirrers. Additional dollar authorization. The item itself 
maybe not, sir, mt to cover the fund authorization; yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. That brings to my mind this question. I was 
among those who Bo out there when this site was first selected. One 
of the points made by the Appropriations Committee was that there 
isso much construction going on there, so many other military installa- 
tions, such a fierce competition for the available labor, that it will run 
the prices up. The Rir Force more or less assured us that it wouldn’t 
let that happen any more than it would throughout the Nation. The 
25-percent increase, is that throughout the Nation or your area ? 

Colonel Noonan. Our prices at the site are equal to standard con- 
struction costs across the country. 

Senator Stennis. I’m glad to hear that. 

Colonel Noonan. This increase you see there is nationwide. From 
1949 to 1957 that 49-percent increase in cost of construction is nation- 
wide. However, at the Academy it is due to the vastness of it and based 
on our other construction, our prices are well within the line. 

Senator Srennis. I would be chagrined, I believe, if I couldn’t start 
operation of the Air Force Academy with $126 million of construction 
funds. 

Colonel Noonan. We are going to start operation with the $126 mil- 
lion we have. The present plan is to open the Academy in the summer 
of 1958 within the $126 million which we were given and it will function 
and operate as an Academy at that time within the money which was 
authorized by the Congress. 

Senator Stennis. But you wouldn’t have an adequate runway, is that 
right, this first item 

Colonel Noonan. We won't have any runway unless we have this. 

Senator Casz. And they wouldn’t have the controversial chapel. 

Colonel Noonan. The chapel is in here, for $3 million. 

Senator Srennis. There was a lot of argument that you could per- 
haps use some of the other facilities that were available rather than 
have such an expensive runway. I didn’t think the committee was 
going to have to go back into this and go over all these items for re- 
justification. Do you think this will complete your Academy for a 
start ? 

Colonel Noonan. No; I don’t. I feel this money will be just like 
it is at West Point and Annapolis. I think at West Point and An- 
napolis they are still building, many years later. 
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Senator Srennis. I mean completed for a start. 

Mr. Ferry. Let me take over if [may, [have been deeply interested 
and have followed closely the construction of the Academy. 

Senator Stennis. I know you have. 

Mr. Ferry. The additional $22 million that we are asking for will 
substantially goempiete the Academy and give us practically every- 
thing we need. ere will be some additional items in the future that 
we might like to have, but for the present we can get along without. 

I will never say to this committee that we will not come back and ask 
you for additional items. 

Senator Stennis. That wasn’t the question. I was trying to ask, 
Will this finish the original concept and plan and put it substantially 
where you can move forward on all fronts ? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Do they really need $3 million for a chapel? 
That is like a cathedral. 

Mr, Ferry. Frankly, to have a chapel that is compatible with the 
type of construction at the Academy, one that will fit into the gen- 
eral scheme of architecture, we believe $3 million is the very minimum 
for it, Senator. 

Colonel Noonan. I think the Senator’s question also was possibly 
the misnomer of the name “chapel.” In the military, as you know, 
we refer to everything as a chapel. This chapel as we call it seats 
1,200 people and the name “chapel” may be a little confusing to you. 

Senator Jackson. No. This is not confusing. 

Colonel Wirrters. Senator, I would like to add a point. 

Senator Jackson. Not $3 million for this, it is not at all confusing 
to me. 

Colonel Wirrers. Within this chapel we have three naves, a Protes- 
tant, a Catholic, and Jewish nave. With this size chapel, we will have 
2 Protestant services and at least 2 Catholic Masses per Sunday, be- 
cause the officers and their wives and children are encouraged to at- 
tend chapel with the mandatory attendance of the cadet. 

Senator Stennis. I see where you are asking for a million dollars 
for a small arms range, if I read it correctly it is a million dollars. 

Colonel Noonan. It is $20,000. 

Senator Stennis. That’s much better. 

What is this planetarium, Academy Planetarium? Is that in con- 
nection with your teaching? 

Colonel Wirrers. Yes, sir, that is the Spitz Planetarium, the stars 
and the navigation training portion. 

Senator Stennis. Your shop, what is that? 

Colonel Noonan. That is the parachute and dingy shop, a standard 
item in all flying facilities. 

Senator Srennis. Do you have an additional dormitory for the 
airmen or just additional authorization needed ? 

Colonel Wrrrers. These are for additional 120-men dormitories 
and this will complete, 136 of these spaces are for the corpsmen at the 
hospital that will be built right next to the hospital and for the rest 
of them are for the airmen that will support the Academy. 

Senator Srennis. This wasn’t anticipated when you started it? 

Colonel Wirrers. The flying activity is starting to come into the 
program. That’s where we get the engineers, radio operators and 
so forth. Our first increment of airmen housing was 350 spaces. 
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Senator Srennis. This Academy service club, $3 million, was that 
not anticipated ? 

Colonel Noonan. That is $292,000 for the Academy Service Club. 

Senator Stennis. The chapel is the 3 million. 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. I want to ask a question about the hospital. Will 
the dependents of the faculty receive hospital service at the Academy 
Hospital ? 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Will they be required to do that or will they be able 
to exercise a choice for outpatient treatment ? 

Colonel Noonan, They will be in a position to exercise a choice 
exactly the same as any other hospital center. 

Senator Case. What about the students, the cadets themselves? 

Colonel Wirrers. They get complete hospitalization. 

Senator Casr. Will they be able to exercise a choice for outpatient 
treatment ? 

Colonel Wrrrers. No, sir, they are on flying status and have to be 
under the supervision of a flight surgeon. 

Senator Casr. Is that true of all military personnel at Air Force 
installations ? 

Colonel Wirters. Yes. 

Senator Casr. That the outpatient privilege extends only to the 
dependents ? 

eneral Rentz. Senator Case, anything that would involve an 
officer’s capability to fly, a rated officer, any medical attention would 
have to be given and he would have to be cleared in the station hospital. 
Now as far as having a choice of going somewhere else for common 
ailments, yes, he certainly could. But anything that would affect his 
flying status has to be administered in the station hospital. 

Senator Case. You probably know what suggests these questions to 
me, General. Weren’t you present when we were at Ellsworth and 
went through the new hospital ? 

General Renz. Yes. 

Senator Case. After the outpatient treatment was established, the 
number of hospital patients went down very sharply. Now, in part I 
think that is attributable to the fact that where you have some of the 
Pipeonel living off base, it is more convenient for them to go to a 

spital that is near their residence than it is to go out to the base for 
hospital care, particularly for the dependents. 

ut I know it shocked me a little to think that we go to the expense 
of building an outstanding hospital, then we find that the establish- 
ment of the outpatient privilege reduces the number of patients using 
the hospital, which certainly increases the per capita cost because you 
have to have the surgeons and nurses, and the aie things that go to 
operating a hospital. 

General Rentz. Senator Case, I don’t think the establishment of 
an outpatient clinic in itself diminishes your patients. 

Senator Casz. Do you remember the figures that they gave us at 
Ellsworth ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Senator Case. It was alanost cut in two, the number of patient aver- 
age days. 
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Colonel Wrrrrrs. This hospital is to serve not only the Air Force 
Academy but the Air Force Base and those persons assigned to Peter- 
son Air Force Base. The factors that the doctors use to arrive at the 
number of beds have been adjusted downward in the past 3 years. This 
hospital isa 135-bed hospital. 

Senator Case. This is a 135-bed 4 

Colonel Wirrers. Right, sir. 

Senator Case. What did you originally contemplate ? 

Colonel Wrrrers. Originally, a "165-bed hospital. But our medical 
personnel have revised downward the bed requirement per assigned 
person. 

Senator Case. Is that true only at the Academy Hospital, or do you 
know ? 

Colonel Wirrrrs. I can’t testify that it would be elsewhere, but I 
know that is the case because I have the computation right here in 
front of me, sir. We used to use different factors there. For your in- 
formation, 62 of the 135 beds are directly in support of the cadets, and 
other people would use them only on an emergency basis. We segre- 
gate the cadets from the rest of the patients. 

Senator Caspr. In the instance I referred to, I was interested when 
the nurse-in-charge at Ellsworth said that she felt it was attributable 
primarily to the proximity of hospitals to where the people were living. 
She pointed out that one of their nurses who had served at Ellswor th 
married and, although she lived in town and as a nurse she had also 
worked in the hospitals in town, when it came to havi ing her baby she 

came back to the ae hospital rather than going to the hospite als in 


town with which she was also familiar. And the supervisor cited 


that as evidence of the fact that the outpatient days was not attributa- 
ble to any lack of confidence in the facilities, or anything of that sort; 
but I think as a matter of efficient planning that we do have to take 
into consideration the effect on the demand for treatment, the patient 
demand when you can get outpatient treatment. 

Your statement that this has been reduced from 160 beds to 135 is 
certainly directly in point. What was the estimated cost when it was 
contemplated to be 165 beds, or is it simply a change in facts? 

Colonel Noonan. It is reduced to 3,000,613, the firure we had origi- 
nally is probably reduced by 200,000 in round figures. 

Senator Case. For the other 25 beds? 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, I would have to look it up for an absolute 
statement. Ican furnish it if you desire. 

Senator Case. I would like to see it. 

Colonel Noonan. What it was when we had it for the full size and 
what it is now ? 

Senator Cass. Yes. 

(The information was subsequently furnished and is printed below :) 


Hospitat, AtR Force ACADEMY 


The hospital originally planned to support the Air Force Academy, Ent Air 
Force Base, and Peterson Airport, Colorado Springs, Colo., was to be a 165-bed 
over a 200-bed chassis hospital, of 157,000 square feet. Based on 1954 construc- 
tion prices, this hospital was estimated to cost $4,260,000. 

The new hospital, as requested in the fiscal year 1958 program, is a 135-bed 
over a 200-bed chassis hospital, of 118,000 square feet , and is estimated to cost 
$3,613,000. 
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Mr. Ferry. One other factor, Senator Case, that I think is of interest 
in connection with this hospital. We expect that there will be a cer- 
tain number of retired Air Force people who will settle in the Colorado 
S prings section in the course of years to come and the regulars who 
are entitled to hospitalization will probably use this cadet hospital 
insofar as facilities are available for them. 

Senator Jackson. Any further questions ? 

Senator Casg. I notice you have a small item in here for an Academy 
bank. 

What is that? Is that to provide a structure that will be operated 
by some commercial bank on a contract basis ? 

Colonel Wirrers. Yes, sir. The State of Colorado precludes having 
a branch bank per se. ‘That has to be a bank facility. It will be a 
commercial bank to operate on the base. This is where the finance 
officer will draw his pay and pay the people. 

Senator Jackson. Anything further / 

We will turn to the next item. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


General Rentz. The next command we come to, Mr. Chairman, is 
the Air Materiel Command. The mission of this command is to (1) 
provide adequate and efficient systems of procurement, production, 
maintenance, and supply for the United States Air Force; (2) pro- 
vide general overall logistical support. for all activities and agencies 
for the United States Air Force: (3) train specialized units for the 
accomplishment of specified logistics functions in overseas areas and 
theaters; and (4) train individuals requiring a long training lead-time 
to fill requirements of air-depot-type units scheduled for activation 
and to fill replacement requirements. This program contains a request 
for $51,879,000 for Air Materiel Command and provides facilities at 
14 locations. 

Included within the AMC total program there are facilities to mod- 
ernize the AMC depots totaling $5,542,000 and facilities to accommo- 
date SAC dispersal missions at 2 locations. 

These locations are estimated at $23,584,000. Also included in the 
AMC program are facilities for research and development at 2 loca- 
tions estimated to cost $1,652,000 and facilities for Air Defense fighter- 
interceptor squadrons at 2 bases, costing $1,831,000, The remainder 
of the program is composed of items to satisfy the basic AMC mission 
requirement. 

I wanted to bring that out, Senator Jackson, to back up what we 
said in opening that we have ve w few command bases now. 

The AMC bases we will have two SAC dispersals. We will have a 
number of ADC interceptor squadrons located at AMC bases. The 
cost of those facilities are included in the AMC totals shown in the 


book. 


BROOKLEY AIR FORCE BASE 


The first of these locations is Brookley Air Force Base. Mobile, 
Ala., is located approximately 3 miles north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for headquarters, Mobile air ma- 
teriel area, depot units, and Military Air Transport Service opera- 
tional units. 





216 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


The committee has been provided with detailed information with re. 
spect to the item included in this program in the total amount of $406,- 
000. The project in the program is an airmen’s dormitory. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The first installation in the Air Materiel Com- 
mand is on page 310, Brookley Air Force Base. We are requesting 
new authorization for one item here totaling $405,000, dormitories for 
airmen. This is a replacement item at Brookley ; at present they have 
no permanent dormitories or barracks on the base at all. 

The buildings that this dormitory will replace are old mobiliza- 
tion type that were constructed back in 1942. Their condition is very 
poor. 

Senator Stennis. What else are you asking for ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That’s the only item. 

Senator Stennis. All right, without objection we will go to the next 
one. 

GRIFFISS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The second of these locations is Griffiss Air Force 
Base. Rome, N. Y., is located approximately 2 miles southwest of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is an Air Force depot, an air research 
and development center, SAC dispersal base, and an ADC fighter- 
interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $10,675,000. 

Four items are included to support the fighter-interceptor mission. 
These will provide apron access taxiway for ready aircraft shelters, 
ADC ammunition storage, and electrification for ground support 
arn in support of fighter-interceptor aircraft (items 1, 10, 16, 
17). 
Eleven items support the SAC dispersal mission, assigned to the 
base. Included in this group are sufficient operational apron and sup- 
porting taxiway to complete the requirements for the assigned SAC 
mission, blast deflectors, additional telephone exchange facilities, squa- 
dron operations building for the tanker squadron, one large aircraft 
dock, special-purpose aircraft shop, storage for demineralized water, 
squadron headquarters and land acquisition (items 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 
12, 13, 19,20). 

The remainder of the program provides base support and includes 
a depot operations building to house electronic data processing equip- 
ment, base cold storage, and a heating plant addition to support the 
above items (items 6, 11,18). 

Also included in the total program for Griffiss Air Force Base are 
two items at Griffiss/Ava and Stockbridge Annex in support of the 
Rome Air Development Center. The item consists of an electronics 
station and acquisition of land for that project ($938,000). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation, page 314, Griffiss Air Force 
Base. You will recall that last year we requested authorization here 
for a Strategic Air Command B-52 mission. This year’s request for 
$9,737,000, at Griffiss is a continuation, to a large extent, of the Strate- 
gic Air Command mission going there. This will by and large satisfy 
and complete the requirement to take care of this squadron and tanker 
mission at Griffiss. 
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Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have supplied for 
the record the original request made by the Air Force for S & includ- 
ing all of its operations, tanker and the bomber missions. I ask it 
because I think a lot of these items are being postponed and that it 
may indicate what we may have to face next year or the year after. 
eneral Rentz. Yes, sir, Senator Jackson. I don’t think you were 
resent when we gave the overall picture of the SAC dispersal plan. 

e can give you a little briefing on that now, the number of bases if 
you care to hear that. 

Senator Jackson. I am familiar with the need for dispersal and I 
recall General LeMay’s testimony before the Air Power Subcommittee 
last year. My question is, How much are we postponing by cutting 
back in this budget? I want to know what we have to face next year 
and the year after. There has been quite a substantial cutback. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

(The information requested was furnished and is printed below :) 


REVIEW OF THE SAC Fiscat YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM 


The fiscal year 1958 miiltary construction program proposed by the Air Force 
for Strategic Air Command on September 1, 1956, based on the programed 137- 
wing force structure, amounted to $483 million. At approximately the same time 
that this program was returned from the reviewing agencies in December 1956, 
with minor adjustments, a significant Air Force structure revision was effected. 
This change in force structure necessitated a major change in the Strategic Air 
Command base program for dispersal. The military construction program in 
support of the revised SAC program totaled $235,472,000. After review by vari- 
ous review agencies, this SAC military constructon program for fiscal year 1958 
was reduced to $224,850,000. The deferred items fall almost exclusively in the 
categories of medical, troop housing, and community facilities which were con- 
sidered by the reviewing authorities as being capable of postponement to subse- 
quent military construction programs. 

Senator Jackson. Is that consistent with the growing stockpile, 
and the means of delivering those weapons, of the Soviets ? 

General Rentz. On SAC dispersal I would like to mention that we 
had a certain number of home bases for the heavies, and last year we 
had some dispersal bases in the program. 

This is classified information and we can furnish this to you. 

Senator Jackson. I will get it later. 

Senator Srennis. Let’s proceed. 


GRIFFISS/AVA AND STOCKBRIDGE ANNEX 


General Rentz. The third of these locations is a new site, Griffiss/ 
Ava and Stockbridge Annex. Rome, N. Y., is located approximately 
15 miles south of the annex site. The items for this annex are included 
in the total program for Griffis Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewrank. The next installation, if there are no further ques- 
tions on Griffiss, is on page 336 which is an annex to Griffiss Air Force 
Base, Stockbridge, which is a part of the Rome Air Development 
Center. The actual mission here is to explore and determine methods 
that are most economical and effective in the use of common type com- 
munication facilities worldwide. 

Senator Stennis. What page are you on now? 

Colonel Ewsank. 326. I can highlight the items for you if you 
wish. 
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Mr. BeLiev. This is on Griffiss on page 314. 

Senator Stennis. I notice you have a $126 million project pro- 
gramed. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. The planned use of this base is one of our 
largest Air Force depots. We also have an Air Research and De- 
velopment Center, a SAC base and an ADC fighter interceptor mis- 
sion. So we have four missions at Griffiss, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Casr. General Rentz, I noticed that in your screening, ap- 
parently to meet some budget criteria you took out the base theater 
here at Griffiss ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case, Evidently if you are pressed to do it from a budget- 
ary standpoint you do not regard the theater as having as high a 
priority as some of the other operational items ? 

General Rentz. That was taken out by a review authority, Senator 
Case, and we didn’t think the theater at Griffiss had the high priority 
that we placed on some of our other theaters and recreation: al facilities, 

Senator Stennis. It is near a city or other facilities, I suppose ? 

General Rentz. It is only 2 miles from Rome, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I don’t see what the policy is in building so much 
in one place and so close in. I know we like to coordinate them and 
put them together to an extent, but all this storage ammunition you 
will have there. 

Senator Case. How large is the city of Rome / 

General Renz. The population of Rome, N. Y., was estiraated at 
42,000 in 1955. 

Senator Case. When was it initially occupied ? 

Colonel Ewsank. 1942, Senator. 

Senator Case. What has been its mission historically ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. An AMC depot principally dealing with com- 
munications and electronic type of equipment. 

Senator Case. Why did you select it for a B-52 base? 

Colonel Ewranx. Principally because of the strategic location. 
That was one of the outstanding reasons for selecting it. 

Senator Case. What kind of runways did it have ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Originally the runway was 150 feet wide and 
7,200 feet long. 

Senator Casr. Is that being entirely reconstructed ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir; the runway is being reconstructed 
entirely. 

Senator Case. Was there any salvage to the old runway ? 

Colonel Ewnank. We are using part of the old runway, Senator 
Case, as part of the taxiway. As you recall, the B-52 requires a much 
wider taxiway than we had on the small fighter bases built years ago. 
We are salvaging some of the old runway by using it as a taxiway. 
The new runway is built off to the side. 

Senator Casr. What is the direction of runway with reference to 
the location of the city ? 

General Rentz. I think it is parallel to the city. There is the lay- 
out with the new runway shown at the bottom. 

Senator Case. The runway is shown in this yellow tract ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. When you say it is parallel to the city, does that 
mean that it necessitates neither takeoff nor—- 
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General Rentz. That’s right. The flight pattern does not go over 
the city. 

Senator Case. Is 2 miles an acceptable distance, from the standpoint 
of noise for the city, for a B-52 runway ? 

General Rentz. If we were putting in a brand new base 2 miles 
would not be sufficient. 

Senator Case. Are there any suburban housing developments in the 
flight pattern ? 

General Renz. There doesn’t seem to be too much there. 

Senator Case. How far is the city of Utica out of your flight plan 
pattern ? 

Colonel Ewsanxk. I would say about 10 to 12 miles. 

Senator Casr. Looking at that scale and roughly measuring it here 
with my pencil it would indicate that the ends of the runway itself 
wouldn’t be more than about 8 miles from Utica. Does the flight 
pattern cross the New York State throughway ? 

Colonel Ewnank. This is the throughway. Yes, sir; but all air 
traffic would be kept away from the city, and is now being kept away 
from the city of Rome. You either have right- or left-hand air 
traffic, depending on the way you land. 

Senator Casr. If you were approaching from the southeast, wouldn’t 
you come in over part of the city of Utica? 

Colonel Ewnank. That depends upon, of course, the radio range 
orientation. I don’t think the radio range itself goes over the city 
of Utica to the southeast. 

If you were flying visual flight rules, you would be at an altitude 
high enough above the city so the noise wouldn’t be a disturbing 
factor. 

Senator Casr. Aren't you closer to both Rome and Utica than the 
field was at the Twin Cities over which there was so much discussion 
last year ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Minneapolis and St. Paul? 

Senator Case. Minneapolis and St. Paul. 

Colonel Ewsank. The airbase there is adjaceant to the town of 
Minneapolis itself. It is much closer to inhabited areas than Griffiss. 

Senator Casr. I have never been at Griffiss. I landed at Wold 
Chamberlain a good many times. Because of the serious plane accident 
there, aren’t you presently engaged in the study for removal of it— 
or isn’t the Defense Department presently engaged in a study for 
removal of all the jet flying in that area ? 

General Rentz. You are talking about Wold Chamberlain ? 

Senator Case. Yes. 

General Rentz. We have reached an agreement with the city about 
the use of the airfield. The ADC unit is going to stay in there until 
1961, at which time it is planned for a Bomare installation. 

Senator Casp. How far along is this conversion at Rome ? 

Colonel Eweank. It isin the final stages right now. 

Mr. McCrovup. The principal item runway has been under contract 
since last December, as well as a number of others, the hydrant refuel- 
ing, ammunition, storage, several other facilities. The main portion 
of the program for the B-52 is under way now as of last December. 

Senator Case. Do you have the figures to indicate what the inventory 
was at the time you decided to take this over for B—52? 





220 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Colonel Ewsanx. The total investment at Griffiss Air Force Base 
at the time, January 1955, when it was decided to have a B-52 mission 
at, this installation was $52,087,919. In addition, authorization not 
included in inventory pertaining to Air Materiel Command mission 
amounted to $9,110,000. 

Senator Case. Does this figure at line 20 in the justification on “au- 
thorization not yet in inventory” indicate projects on which you have 
not yet started or those which have not been accepted, but may be 
under construction ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That indicates projects that we do not yet have 
under construction. The total amount that you see in line 20, $33 
million, indicates the authorization deficiency that we are asking for 
in this bill. 

Senator Casr. Have you completed your land acquisitions at 
Griffiss ? 

Colonel Ewpank. We have not. 

General Rentz. There is a land fee purchase of 85 acres. 

Senator Cass. You are asking for 85 acres in this justification ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Senator Casr. Are you also asking for easements ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. How much? 

General Renrz. 62 acres. 

Senator Casz. Will the addition of the 85 acres in fee and the 62 
acres in easements complete your land and easement requirement for 
Griffiss? 

General Rentz. Yes sir, for the mission that we have presently pro- 
gramed in the Griffiss. 

Senator Case. And for its use then as a B—52 base, the land presently 
owned and that asked for in this request will give you all of the pro- 
tection that you will need soundwise, structurewise and so forth? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; it should. 

Senator Casz. That’s all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. About two-thirds of your request this time is be- 
cause of the SAC installation, as I look it over here on page 314? 

Colonel Ewrang. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Did the SAC installation there occasion any of 
these other requests even though they come under ADC ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Like the storage ammunition ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. No, sir; that is strictly for the fighter-interceptor 
squadron. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General Rentz. That is for the MB-1 we talked about. 

Senator Stennis. Without objection we will go to the next item. 

Senator Casr. I was through but I turned another page and I notice 
on page 338 a reference to—— 

Mr. BeLiev. That is the next item, sir. 

Senator Case. That is the item you are going to? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is an annex to Griffiss Air Force Base. 

Senator Case. An annex? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Case. So the 700 acres referred to here is for the annex? 

Colonel Ewranx. That is correct. This acreage is for the Rome Air 
Development Center, which is part of the Air Research and Develop- 
ment Command mission at Griffiss Air Force Base. 

Senator Stennis. What is the terrain around there? This land 
costs $1,200 an acre? 

Colonel Ewsanx. This land item, Mr. Chairman, of 700 acres at 
$88,000 is pretty reasonable. 

Senator STennis. Yes, it is not that much. I was off one zero. 

General Rentz. There are 2 sites included in this 700 acres, a trans- 
mitter site and a rece ver site. 

Senator Case. These are really annexes to the Griffiss Base ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s correct. 

Senator Case. What distance are they from the main base ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Fifteen miles south of Griffiss. 

Senator Stennis. You were just paying $120 an acre? 

Mr. Lavatuer. $125 an acre. 

Senator Case. Will the 700 acres complete your requirements for 
annexes to Griffiss? 

Colonel] Ewsanx. It will complete the requirement for this specific 
mission; however, should the need arise for expanding communica- 
tions research, then the facilities requirements would have to be 
reevaluated. 

Senator Casg. That’s all. 

Senator Stennis. Next item on page 340? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, that is actually on page 339, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

HILL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The fourth of these locations is Hill Air Force 
Base. Ogden, Utah, is located approximately 7 miles north of Hill 
Air Force Base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters Ogden air ma- 
teriel area, depot units and operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,911,000. The program provides base support and consists of opera- 
tional apron, calibration hardstand, telephone duct facilities and of- 
ficer’s quarters (items 1 through 4). 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $1,911,000 new authorization 
for this installation. This again is a major Air Materiel Command 
Depot. The largest single item is operational apron for aircraft 
parking. 

Senator Case. Has there been any change in prices for concrete 
construction such as aprons and runways particularly during the past 
year ? 

General Rentz. During the past year has there been a change? 

Senator Case. Has there been a significant change? 

Mr. McCown. Prices throughout the country have increased fvom 
3 to 5 percent, yes, sir. I don’t know how it affects the general vicinity 
of Hill Air Force Base. 

Senator Casr. What do you base these cost estimates for hardstands 
and runways and taxiways, are they estimates or are they based on 
history of contracts? 
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Colonel Epmonps. They are based on experience gained by award- 
ing contracts for similar items in the vicinity. If we have not awarded 
a similar contract on that installation we consider the closest installa- 
tions and the price experienced on civilian projects in the same area, 
These are field estimates; all our estimates are made in the field. 

Senator Case. What is the general scale, would you say, for medium 
operational apron, for operational aprons with the medium require- 
ment, and those with the heavy ? 

Mr. McCrioup. We actually do not have a medium pavement, we 
have heavy and light, duty pavement and the difference is about 50 
percent more. 

Senator Case. I noticed under the Air Force Academy, you had a 
medium rated at $10 a square yard. 

Mr. McCtovup. I don’t believe that runway will be built to our stand- 
ard to our standard operational requirements because it will not have 
an operation unit there. 

Mr. Ferry. We do not plan to fly either fighters or bombers off that 
strip, because of the fact of the altitude, it is not satisfactory for a 
bomber field. 

Senator Casr. Don’t you have a scale so you can tell us that runs 
about $10 and the other runs $14 or $18. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes. 

Senator Casr. What is the difference ? 

Mr. McCtrovp. Hill is an average area. The average price is $12 
for heavy and $8 for light. That is not considering any unusual con- 
struction conditions in the subgrade, drainage, or anything of that 
kind. That is an average price under average construction conditions. 

Senator Casr. Would you give me those figures again ? 

Mr. McCrovp. $12 for heavy and $8 for light. 

Senator Case. Is that the paving itself and does not take into con- 
sideration excavating ? 

Mr. McCrovup. It covers average excavation but neither unusual ex- 
cavation nor material that would have to be removed and replaced by 
select material. 

Senator Casr. You say the heavy runs about $12? 

Mr. McCrovup. That’s an average price, yes. 

Senator Casr. At page 340 on ‘the Hill Air Force Base, the opera- 
tional apron is listed as heavy and the unit cost is $14.43. Why should 
that be above the average ? 

Mr. McCtovup. There could be some condition that is considered 
other than average. 

Senator Casr. And at the Griffiss Base in New York that was $14. 
Do you know the reason for that being $14? 

Mr. McCrovp. That was a very heavy duty pavement and that did 
get into the 240,000-pound criteria. 

Senator Casr. On the page opposite the operational apron for 
Griffiss, you have a taxiway apron access listed that is light and the 
cost is estimated at $18 per square yard, why should that be , 

Colonel Ewnank. That provides aircraft access to the ready aircraft 
shelters. There is considerable cut and fill in that area because of the 
terrain features, Senator Case. 

Senator Case. Give us a little better answer to put in the record? 

Colonel Ewpanr. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Case. It hardly makes a good record after having a state- 
ment that the light is $8 and heavy is $12 and then at the same place 
have heavy at $14 and light at $18. 

Colonel Ewsank. I agree. We will get a positive response on those 
costs for you. 

(The information was subsequently furnished and is printed below :) 


GRIFFISS AIR FORCE BASE 

Apron operational, $14 per square yard: This is heavy-duty pavement pro- 
gramed at average cost. 

Taxiway, apron access, $18 per square yard: This taxiway is to serve the ready 
aircraft shelters. Preliminary siting investigations indicate the possibility of 
unusual subgrade conditions and excessive earthwork excavation with resutlant 
increase in cost above the average cost of apron. 


HILL ATR FORCE BASE 


Apron operational, $14.43 per square yard: This is heavy-duty pavement. 
Slight overrun of average cost occasioned by necessary earthwork, 

Senator Srennis. Any further questions on Hill? 

Senator Casg. No. 

Colonel Ewpank. The next installation is on page 344. 


KELLY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The fifth of these locations is Kelly Air Force Base. 
San Antonio, Tex., is located 4.5 miles northeast of Kelly Air Force 
Base. 

The planned use of this base is for San Antonio Air Materiel Area 
Headquarters, depot, airlift, and tenant units. 

The committee has been previded with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$899,000. The program provides base support and consists of pro- 
visions for turboprop test cells, depot hazard test shop, and support- 
ing utilities (items 1, 2,and 3). 

Colonel Ewrank. For Kelly Air Force Base, we are requesting 
$899,000 in new authorization. The two major items here are for a 
test cell for the turboprop aircraft engines and a hazardous test shop 
for the depot. 

Senator Stennis. What isa test cell for a turboprop ? 

General Rentz. A test cell, Mr. Chairman, is a structure where 
aircraft engines are mounted and run up to full military power. The 
test cells have sound attenuation, and we are now modifying these test 
cells to take a turboprop. We have a number of turboprop engines 
coming into the Air Force inventory requiring the utilization of these 
cells. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you had a special place you did all 
that ? 

General Rentz. We do it at the depots. 

Senator Stennis. This is one of them ? 

General Rentz. This is a prime depot for the 130 and C-133 air- 
craft that have the turboprop engines. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Senator Case, do you have anything 
else ? 

Senator Casr. Not on that. 

Senator STENNIS. This shop hazardous test, what is that ? 
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Colonel Ewsanx. Yes. In this test it is necessary to test the high- 
speed props in the turboprop engine. Occasionally there are failures 
and they fly off. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have these test cells where you can do 
that ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, these test cells were originally made for 
reciprocating engines. They have to be modified to take the turbo- 
prop which is a jet-type of engine hooked up to a propellor. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is where you test the engines before you issue 
them from the depot ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. 

Senator Srennis. Without objection, we will move on to the next 
item. 

MALLORY AIR FORCE STATION 


General Rentz. The sixth of these locations is Mallory Air Force 
Station. The station is located at Memphis, Tenn. 

The planned use for this station is for Air Force maintenance and 
supply storage depot. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to this item in the amount of $1,561,000. The project in the 
program is a depot operations building. 

Colonel Ewsank. Mallory Air Force Station is on page 348. One 
item in.our new authorizations request is an operations depot building 
for $1,561,000. This is to provide for the logistical data processing 
required for effective management on at our supply depots. At the 
present at Mallory, this operation is in an existing warehouse which 
is sorely needed for storage of supplies. This new facility will be 
functionally arranged to provide maximum efficiency in the operation 
of, and structurally designed to handle, the heavy IBM machines. 

Senator Stennis. You don’t have anything at Mallory except stor- 
age? 

Colonel Ewsank. It is a specialized supply-type depot. There is 
no airfield there. We do not maintain aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. Any questions ? 

Senator Casg. Yes. When was this initially occupied ? 

Colonel Ewpanx. We went into Mallory in 1943. 

Senator Case. Would you describe the construction of the building 
that is now being used for the operations? 

General Rentz. We have Mr. Sutton here who can tell you. 

Mr. Surron. At the present time we are using portions of an old 
warehouse which is very inadequate, we attempted to convert this 
building and use it for the purpose for which we have it scheduled. 

Senator Caszr. What type of construction is the warehouse? 

Mr. Surron. It is wood construction. 

Senator Casr. What is the square footage in the warehouse at the 
present time ? 

Mr. Surron. Something like 84,000 square feet of this warehouse is 
being used. The total footage in the warehouse is around 120,000 
or 130,000 square feet. 

Senator oe. What will you use the warehouse building for if you 
get a new operations building ? 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 225 


Mr. Sutron. It will be used to store stocks to back up the new as- 
signed mission for this depot, the new weapons system that is going in 
there. 

Senator Case. How long have you been using a portion of the ware- 
house building for the operation center ? 

Mr. Surron. 1953 we started enlarging the personnel down there 
as a result of the decentralization of procurement and quantitative re- 
quirements for personnel and we did not have airmen space sufficient 
to take care of all these people so it was necessary to convert some of 
the warehousing for office space. It is more or less on a temporary 
basis. Inadequate heating, inadequate lighting, generally it is m very 
poor condition. 

General Rentz. I would like to mention, Senator Case, that the Sec- 
retary of Defense was very interested in this project and sent a man 
down to Mallory to look at and evaluate this project before they ap- 
proved it in our program, sir. 

Senator Casz. You mean the Secretary of Defense, or the Secretary 
for Air Installations ? 

General Rentz. I mean the Office of Secretary of Defense, Mr. 
Bryant’s office. 

Senator Case. That would be the Secretary for Installations? 

General Renrz. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Anything else on Mallory ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. Only one item. 

Senator Srennis. You gentlemen will excuse me now. Senator 
Case will continue and we have agreed to reconvene at 2: 30 if that is 
convenient to you gentlemen. 

General Rentz. It certainly is. 

Senator Case. We will try to finish the book on this. The next 
project ? 

MARIETTA AIR FORCE STATION 


General Renz. The seventh of these locations is Marietta Air Force 
Station. Marietta, Pa., is located 1 mile west of this station. 

The planned use of this station is for Air Force depot storage. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,438,000, for a heating plant. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The installation is Marietta Air Force Station. 
We have the one item, a heating plant. 

Senator Case. Why do you need a new heating plant? 

Colonel Ewsank. It is required to heat 8 warehouses. We obtained 
this warehousing from the Army a year ago and made it part of 
Olmsted Air Force Base Depot. The materials that we are storing in 
these 8 warehouses are valued at over $500 million. They are princi- 
pally airplane parts, instruments, and that sort of thing, requiring 
heat to prevent deterioration. 

Senator Case. Was there no heating required for the Army ? 

Colonel Ewrsanx. No, sir. There was none. It was a dry type 
storage and the Army did not require heating for that type of storage. 

Senator Case. Are you already using it for this particular type of 
material that you are now storing? 
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Colonel Ewsank. We cannot store some of the instruments and 
similar items in this space without proper heating because the loss 
would be prohibitive. 

Senator Casr. The amount seems to me to be quite high just for a 
heating plant, $2,480,000. 

Colonel Ewrank. It is 1,912 horsepower, which is quite a large plant. 

Mr. BeLaev. What would happen if you didn’t have this he ating 
plant ? 

Colonel Ewsank. We would be subject to terrific losses if we tried to 
store the equipment there. We are in a position at Olmsted right now 
where we have to find special space to store our instrument components 
and the like for our aircraft. Olmstead is one of our largest supply de- 
pots for the Northeast area. During this time period the supply re- 
quirement and the mission is stepping up in line without deployment to 
the northeast. 

Senator Casr. Do you have to heat the entire group of eight build- 
ings. 4 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, eight buildings. 

Colonel Ewnank. They are large buildings. 

Senator Case. Does this characteristic as far as requirement for heat- 
ing is concerned apply to all the material you will be storing there? 
In other words, could you use a smaller heating plant and heat only 4 
of the 8 buildings and use the other 4 buildings as unheated storage ¢ 

Colonel Ewrank. I would like to ask the materiel representative to 
address himself to that question. 

Mr. Surron. No, Senator, the type of materials that are being stored 
at Marietta require heating for the materiel as well as for the personnel 
working in there. It is quite a big operation. Not every building will 
be heated. These eight are in one complex and they are being used to 
store these materials that are subject to corrosion and mildew. They 
are spare parts and instruments and it is the backup stocks for support 
of the Olmsted Air Force Base, about 15 miles away. 

Senator Case. I think we have all that in the record. But I am not 
quite clear whether or not you will use all the buildings for what you 
might call sensitive warehouse items. 

Mr. Surron. Yes, sir. Practically all the space we are referring to 
will be used for that purpose. 

Senator Case. You qualified that answer there. You said prac- 
tically all of it. The Army stored things which didn’t require heat- 
ing in all these eight buildings. I want a clear record as to whether 
or not heating will be required for all eight buildings because of the 
character of the items to be stored or whether a part can be used for 
unheated storage ? 

Colonel Ewrank. I have something here that might be able to 
clarify the question. In the warehousing area where we store the 
equipment, this heating plant is designed to bring the temperature up 
to 55°, and in the work areas it will bri ing the temperature up to 72°. 

Senator Casr. Next project ? 


MCLELLAN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The eighth of these locations is McClellan Air 
Force Base. Sacramento, C alif.. is located 9 miles southwest of this 
base. 
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The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Sacramento Air 
Materiel Area, Air Force Depot, ADC airborne early warning group 
location, and CON AC troop-carrier location. 

Colonel Ewpank. For McClellan Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on 
page 353, we are requesting $5,042,000. The program provides base 
support and consists of flight test hangar, airmen’s dormitory, offi- 
cers’ quarters, chapel with educational wing, an exchange sales store, 
an air-conditioning pant and necessary acquisition of “land to sup- 
port those.item (item 2,4 through 11). One project is included in sup- 
port of the airborne early warning squadron (item 1). 

The major item here is a flight-test hangar. 

Senator Case. I notice that here in the revision you have eliminated 
the dental clinic. What was the reason for it? 

General Renz. We didn’t eliminate it, we deferred it. Since it 

vas of lesser priority than other items, we hope to include this item in 
a subsequent program. 

Senator Casr. You have two land items here, one for 35 acres of fee 
purchase and 265 acres in easements. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, the land fee purchase is for the Reserve 
forces parking apron. They have a Reserve program for McClellan 
Air Force Base and this provides parking space for their aircraft. 
The land easement clearance is for protection of the approach areas at 
the south end of the southeast-northwest runway, which is the instru- 
ment runway. 

Senator Case. The principal item is this hangar? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. How does the unit cost of $21.39 compare with the 
unit costs on hangars elsewhere / 

General Renrz. Will you give a résumé of the unit costs on that ? 

Colonel Ewsank. This is a field maintenance type hangar, Senator 
Case. 

Mr. McCrovup. I have one field maintenance hangar at the same 
base in the 1956 program and the price is $21.60. That is under 
contract. 

Senator Casr. That is under contract at the present ? 

Mr. McCrioup. Yes, sir, it will be completed this October. 

Senator Case. How large was the other hangar ? 

Mr. McCrovp. This is one 116,914 square feet. 

Senator Case. And the contract price gross was? 

Mr. McCroup. $21.60. 

Senator Case. No, that is the unit price. Gross price? 

Mr. McCrovup. $2,449,000, including design. 

Senator Case. Why do you need a second hangar with this one 
nearing completion ? 

Colonel Ewnank. This is an entirely different function from the 
field maintenance function that we talked about on the other side of 
the field. 

Senator Casr. This was a field maintenance / 

Mr. McCrovup. This one was a field maintenance hangar. 

Colonel Ewnank. After the airplanes have gone through inspection 
and repair of a major depot, they are flight-tested. After the flight 
test they are taken to the flight. test area where all the bugs are taken 
out and the airplane is sent back to the hangar, put up on a gear and 
given a retraction test. Anything that was wrong in the flight test has 
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to be corrected at this time. At present, they are operating outside, 
located on pierced steel planks, with 4 tin docks as cover. They can 
get their fighters in these docks but not their larger aircraft. 

Senator Case. All right, next project. 


OLMSTED AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The ninth of these locations is Olmsted Air Force 
Base. Middletown, Pa., is located 1 mile east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Middletown Air 
Materiel Area, major depot, and CONAC troop carrier. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,673,000. The projects in the program are an aircraft engine shop 
and an officer’s quarters building (items 1 and 2). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Olmsted Air Force Base 
on page 367, Middletown, Pa. We are requesting $1,673,000 in new 
authorization for this installation and the largest single item here isa 
powerplant shop for the depot. 

Senator Case. A powerplant shop. What have you been using? 

Colonel Ewsank. We have been using high-bay hangar space for 
this function at Olmsted. This project. will permit us to refurbish 
and modify the hangar for its intended use, maintenance of airplanes. 

Senator Casr. T his base has been occupied a long time; is this a 
relatively new job that you have to do there that calls for the shop? 

Colonel Eweanx. Olmsted is taking on an increased load for the 
northeast area. The runway that we received authorization for, I 
believe, was in the 1956 program. 

Mr. McCrioup. The runway primary was in the 1956 program. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is now under construction and will allow us 
to bring larger aircraft into Middletown and this is the only large 
hangar ‘availab le for aircraft maintenance. The fighter-type aircraft 
will be a prime maintenance function for this installation. 

Senator Casr. Will this permit overhaul and repair of aireraft 
from other bases? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. Is that the purpose of it ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, for the northeast area 

Senator Case. Why do you need the additional quarters ? 

General Rentz. That is strictly a deficiency, Senator Case. We had 
a requirement there for 76; at the present time we have 38, all sub- 
standard. 

Mr. BeLiev. Are your other officers living off base ? 

General Renrz. A few are living off base at Olmsted. 

Senator Case. What kind of quarters are locally available? 

Colonel Ewsank. Are you referring to family quarters or 
bachelors’ ? 

Senator Case. These are bachelors’. 

Mr. BreLiev. Officer quarters. If you have people living off base, 
they are renting rooms / 

General Renz. It is 15 to 30 miles away. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. They go into Harrisburg. 

Senator Casz, Next project ? 
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ROBINS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renz. The 10th of these locations is Robins Air Force 
Base, Macon, Ga., is located 14 miles north of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Warner Robins 
Air Materiel Area, major depot, a SAC dispersal base, and 14th Air 
Force Headquarters. The committee has been provided with detailed 
information with respect to the items included in this program in the 
total amount of $20,507,000. 

Nineteen items support the SAC dispersal mission, assigned. This 
includes provisions for an additional parking apron, extension of run- 
way, blast deflectors, refueling hydrants, squadron operations and tar- 
get intelligence, large maintenance docks, aircraft maintenance shops, 
armament and electronics shops, parachute and dinghy shop, storage 
facilities for demineralized water, avfuel and ammunition, depot 
warehouse, officers’ quarters, recreational gymnasium, and acquisition 
of land (items 1-4, 8-11, 13-19, 24-27). 

The remainder of the program provides base support and includes: 
Navaids and communications facilities, maintenance shop, warehouse 
modification, personnel facilities and the necessary utilities (items 5, 6, 
7, 12, 20, 21, 22,23). 

Colonel Ewsank. Next base is Robins Air Force Base on page 370. 
Robins again is a major Air Materiel Command depot. 

In addition, this is a Strategic Air Command dispersal base and 
this is the first year that it has appeared in the program as such. We 
are requesting $20,507,000 in new authorization for this installation. 
The largest percentage of al] the items are in support of this mission. 

Senator Casr. What has been the historical use for this base? 

Colonel Ewpank. It has been an air materiel depot since 1941. At 
this installation, we completed a new 300-foot-wide, 10,000-foot-long 
heavy-duty runway about 3 or 4 years ago. That was one of the prime 
reasons that we went into Robins for this dispersal mission. 

Senator Case. How far is Warner Robins from the coast ? 

General Rentz. Between 150 and 200 miles. 

Mr. BeLiev. You say you have completed a 10,000-foot, 150-foot 
width runway ? 

Colonel Ewranx. 300 feet wide. 

Mr. BeLirew. And new runway for $5 million extends that to around 
13,000 feet ? 

Colonel Eweank. Extend it to 12,000 feet. 

Mr. BeLiev. No change in width? 

Colonel Ewrsank. That’s right. We will extend it the same width 
that it is now. 

Mr. BeLirv. That is about 214 million per thousand-foot extension. 
Is that an average price? I have heard somewhere that the average 
runway cost is about a million dollars a thousand feet. 

Colonel Ewsank. They have quite a fill problem with this exten- 
sion. 

Colonel Jackson. Included in that is the taxiway. 

General Ren1rz. The other, Mr. BeLieu, is page 373. That gives 
the supporting items, which are the overrun, the pad warmup, the 
pad aekdiieniiee, the lighting for the runway, the cut and fill, and 
the relocation of navigational aids; also the taxiway, the taxiway 
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stabilization, approach lights, taxiway lighting—and relocate a test 
stand and two arresting barriers. 

Mr. BeLirev. Terminology for “runway” is a packaged item includ- 
ing all the rest of it. 

General Rentz. It isa packaged item. 

Mr. BeLrev. And the operational apron is also about the same price, 
Is it a package item too? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That’s correct. 

Mr. BeLirv. I believe you said last year that these runways and 
aprons all -had to be about the same tensile strength because of the 
weight of the airplane. We had some questions last year about the 
need for a heavier operational apron. 

General Rentz. Due to the static load of the B-52, the apron re- 
quires the same stress as the runway. 

Mr. BeLiev. That would explain the reason for the cost. 

Colonel Epmonps. Actually the stresses are heavier due to the static 
load, on the aprons and taxiways than on the runway itself. 

Senator Case. You use $15 as the unit cost for the concrete; why? 

Mr. McCtovp. That is in excess of the runway which we completed 
in 1955, the original heavy-duty runway, that was $10.50 per square 
yard. That was built on the old heavy load criteria: that is true. 

Colonel Ewsank. The extension is being built to the 240,000-pound 
criteria. 

Senator Case. In the use of the figure $5,514,000 for the package, 
you have detailed only the cost of the runway under the primary item, 
Then you carry $4,800,000 under supporting items and $4,689,000 of 
that is grouped together as “Other.” But there is no breakdown as to 
the cost of those items. 

General Rentz. No, sir. It was lumped on the current working es- 
timate that came in. We can get you a breakdown on these other 
items, Senator Case. 

Senator Casr. Suppose you do that, so we don’t have the tail wag- 
ging the dog? 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

(The information was subsequently furnished and is printed below :) 


Air materiel command—Robins Air Force Base 


Runway overrun - Se $333, 000 
Pad, warmup : 33,982 squ: ire yar a alvin 510, 000 
Pad, shoulder stabilization -- - --- 12,055 square yards_.....__- uit 60, 000 
Lighting runway - -- Se ; 1,400 feet_ Bs amin Sawa 28, 000 
Excess cut and fill . accucccn} SAD OGM... . ‘ 800, 000 
Relocate navigation aid_-__.-.-.-- Sl a ke do v - | 45, 000 
Taxiway 4 i 116,542 square yards | , 748, 000 
Taxiway shoulder stabilization - ------ aE SP pere! 142,611 square yards | 713, 000 
Lighting, approach- ----- .e 1,500 feet _- : ‘ 4 30, 000 
Relocate test stand : L | Lump sum : | 80, 000 
Relocate arresting barriers_-_--~-- . ‘ea 2 each a mea dak 64, 000 
Lighting taxiway na 13,920 feet - ut oe see aed 278, 000 


Total_- : . i aera eS 4, 689, 000 


Senator Case. The next project? 
General Rentz. Rushmore Air Force Station. 


RUSHMORE AIR FORCE STATION 


General Rentz. The Aith of these locations is Rushmore Air Force 
Station. Rapid City, S. Dak., is located 10 miles southwest of the sta- 
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tion. The planned use of this station is for Air Force ammunition 
storage depot. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$56,000. The project is for multipurpose recreational facility. 

Colonel Ewnank. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is Rushmore Air 
Force Station at Rapid City, S. Dak., near Ellsworth. That is page 
400, sir. 

We are requesting $56,000 in new authorizations for an addition to 
the recreational facility. 

General Rentz. I think the Senator is familiar with the mission at 
Rushmore. It is a classified mission. 

Senator Case. I know what it is; yes. 

Colonel Ewnank. At present they have a small 7,000 square-foot 
multipurpose recreation structure but—— 

Senator Case. It lacks showers, latrines, and things of that sort? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, it lacks all of that. The mission at this sta- 
tion requires that the airmen remain there for extra long periods of 
time. 

Senator Case. Next project? 


TINKER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 12th of these locations is Tinker Air Force 
Base. Midwest City, Okla., is located 1 mile north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Oklahoma City 
Air Materiel Area, Major Depot, CONAC Troop Carrier Squadron, 
and MATS Ferrying Wing location. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,674,000. The projects in the program provide base support and 
consist of provisions for a loading apron, depot warehouse modifica- 
tion, officers’ quarters, and for utilities (items 1, 2, 3, and 4). 

Colonel Ewpank. Page 402, Tinker Air Force Base at Oklahoma 
City. We are requesting $2,674,000 of new authorization for this in- 
stallation and the two primary items are apron and apron area for 
the freight terminal and utilities, amounting to $1,310,000. 

Senator Case. Why do you need a new depot at, Tinker? It has 
been occupied since 1942. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. This is a dehumidification project. I 
believe you are referring to the second item, Senator. 

Senator Case. Yes. 

Colonel Ewnank. This is a dehumidification project involving five 
warehouse buildings. This is part of the Air Materiel Command 
depot modernization plan that General Rentz told you about in his 
opening statement on AMC. 

Senator Case. Is this a deferable item but of relatively high pri- 
ority ? 

Colonel Ewrank. No: I would say that this should not be deferred. 

Senator Casr. How have you been getting along without it? 

Colonel Ewrank. This was placed on a very high priority by the 
Air Materiel Command. We'get along without it by sustaining seri- 
ous losses in supplies. 
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General Rentz. They have been using all moisture-proof packaging 
of the material, which is very costly. 

Senator Casr. Will you be able to eliminate some of that if you have 
the dehumidification ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. And here again you are asking for a bachelor officer 
quarters building? 

Colonel Ewsanx. That is correct. 

Senator Case. Is that new, or is it a replacement ? 

Colonel Ewpank. This isa replacement. The existing buildings are 
old mobilization type and are in very poor condition. Also, part of 
them are theater-of-operations-type structures. 

Mr. BeLiev. In your utilities you state that facilities requested by 
this project represent the difference between quantities authorized by 
Congress under the fiscal year 1957 construction program and the 
quantities reflected in the project planning report as prepared by the 
Corps of Engineers. You didn’t request this last year, did you? 

Colonel Ewrsann. No, sir; we did not. We did request several fa- 
cilities in our 1957 program. This request has been brought about by 
the requirement to relocate several buildings into a new area at Tinker. 

The new State Federal highway is going right by the edge of the 
base, and in order to provide the necessary right-of-way width, part of 
the hospital and several of the airmen’s barracks had to be relocated. 
We received from the local community 640 acres of land on which to 
relocate these facilities. This item is for utilities in the new area. 

Senator Casr. You said you acquired 640 acres from the community. 
Did you mean that you purchased it, or was it given to you ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. The 640 acres at Tinker were donated. 

Senator Casr. What was the purpose of the donation ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The donation was simply to provide an area to 
relocate these facilities that we were being forced to move because of the 
Federal and State highway going through a part of the base. 

Mr. BeLirv. That was the added item we had in the bill last year. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That’s correct. The hospital item that we pre- 
sented last year because two wards of the hospital were being removed 
due to the road coming through the base. 

Senator Casr. All right; next project? 


WILKINS AIR FORCE STATION 


General Rentz. The 13th of these locations is Wilkins Air Force 
Station. Shelby, Ohio, is located 1 mile south of this station. The 
planned use of this station is an Air Force maintenance and supply 
depot. The committee has been provided with detailed information 
with respect to the item included in this program in the amount of 
$1,960,000. The project in this program is a depot operations building. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Wilkins Air Force Sta- 
tion at Shelby, Ohio. We are requesting $1,960,000 in new authoriza- 
tions for this installation for an operations depot building. This is 
the same type of building, Senator Case, that we requested for Mallory. 
Here, again, they are also carrying out this function in warehouse 
space under temporary conditions. 
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Senator Casr. What is the composition of the present structure 
that is being used ? 

General Renz. I have an outside picture. 

Senator Case. It looks to me like a block construction. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLtev. Is the current building considered unsafe? 

General Renrz. No. 

Colonel Ewsanx. No; I don’t think it is considered unsafe. 

It is not adequate for this type of an administrative function, and 
we have a dire need to return the present space to the intended use. 

Senator Casr. What was that? 

Colonel Ewpanx. Warehouse space. 

(Gieneral Rentz. To answer your question, Mr. LeLieu, the present 
structure does not have the floor load capacity to support the weight 
concentration being imposed by this operation. 

Mr. BeLrev. The reason for my question is that the justification 
sheet says this area is entirely unsafe for continued occupancy and 
should be condemned as use for office space. You are referring to 
warehousing, which these pictures represent ? 

Senator Case. How long have these buildings been used for office 
space / 

Mr. Surron. This building has been used since around 1945. It is 
a converted warehouse building. It was built in 1943 at the time we 
were authorized to use green lumber, and the structural members have 
cracked because of stresses and it is unsafe to continue to occupy it. 
They have spent considerable funds trying to maintain it and put it 
in order. 

Senator Casr. In view of that statement, will it be possible to use 
the building for warehousing ? 

Mr. Surron. It is possible to shore up the overhead beams and use 
it for storage of slow-moving items. 

Senator Casr. Does the request made here include an estimate for 
shoring up and improving the building or would that be done out of 
an operating fund ¢ 

Mr. Surron. That would come out of an operating fund. 

Senator Case. Next project, please. 


WRIGHT-PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz, The 14th of these locations is Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base. Fairborn, Ohio is located adjacent to this base. 

The planned use of this base is for Headquarters, Air Materiel Com- 
mand, Wright Air Development Center, United States Air Force 
Institute of Technology, and Air Defense Command _fighter- 
interceptor mission site. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,096,000, 

Four items included in the program support the Air Force research 
and development program and consist of provisions for a rapeon 
center, electronics laboratory, and necessary acquisition of land (items 
1, 2,10). 

Three items in the program support the Air Defense Command 
fighter-interceptor squadron (items 4, 5,7). 
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The remainder of the program provides base support and includes 
a base chapel, air conditioning for the headquarters building, and land 
acquisition to eliminate flight hazards. 

Colonel Ewsank. For Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Mr, 
Chairman, on page 409, we are requesting $2,096,000 of new authoriza- 
tion, The major items here are a rapeon center and an amma storage 
area for Air Defense Command. ) 

Senator Casz. Is any part of this justification of your requests based 
upon moving the Research Center from Baltimore to Wright Field? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Senator Case. You are asking for 67 acres in fee title and 100 acres? 

General Rentz. That’s correct, the land fee purchase of 67.4 acres 
is to protect the approach areas from encroachment on the east end of 
the east-west runway at Wright Field. Also, due to the rising land 
cost there, taking an easement from this area would cost as much as 
the fee. 

We have an easement at the present time which expires in 1959, and 
the owner will not renew the easement. 

Senator Case. Those land items we will go into more in detail. 

General Renz. On title VI. 

Senator Case. When you come up for clearance on that. I notice 
you have $182,000 for a base chapel. I am surprised if Wright-Patter- 
son doesn’t have a chapel now. 

Colonel Ewranx. Sir, they do have a chapel which is old and sub- 
standard and is remote to the new airmen’s area. We have some new 
airmen’s dormitories at Wright-Patterson and this chapel is to go in 
that area. We do not have a permanent chapel on that installation. 

Senator Case. Would this be a permanent chapel 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. What. type of construction 4 

Colonel Ewnank. Permanent construction. 

General Rentz. What construction would the new chapel be ? 

Colonel Ewrnanx. It would be brick since the rest of the permanent 
structures there are brick. 

Senator Casr. I notice that the original text of the justification 
book included a $7,400,000 request for a nuclear engine testing facility ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. It is crossed out. I suppose that represents a defer- 
ment ? 

General Rentz. It represents a deferral on the part of the review- 
ing agencies. This item is still being discussed at a very high level 
relative to the entire A. and P. program. If you remember when 
Secretary Douglas was here, he said there may be two items in the 
research and development area that we would have to come in and ask 
for authorization on. This is one of them that he had in mind, sir. 

Senator Case. I notice in the text prepared for the original justi- 
fication such phrases as these are used: 
the most needed and outstanding of these programs is the A-1 priority- 
and at another point— 


to enable the Air Force to discharge its authorized internal mission functions in 
support of the effort required to meet these target dates, the proposed facility 
must be provided without any available delay. 
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General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Case. This would be one of the items under the research 
and development program that might change the percentage figures 
we had the other day ? 

General Rentz. That’s right. 

Senator Casr. Thank you very much. That’s all. The committee 
stands in recess to meet at 2: 30 this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 1:05 p. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 2; 30 
p.m. of the same day.) 

AFTERNOON SESSION 


Senator Casz. The committee will come to order. 

We will continue the hearing with the Air Force projects requests, 
starting with the Air Proving Grounds. General Rentz, will you con- 
tinus with your presentation ? 

Jeneral Ren'rz. The fourth Zone of Interior major commands to be 
reviewed is the Air Proving Ground Command. The mission of this 
command is to: (1) perform employment suitability testing of air- 

craft, guided missiles, navigational aids, components and materiel ; 

(2) develop techniques and procedures in the use and operation of 
aircraft, guided missiles, armament, and components applicable to 
Air Force purposes. 

This program contains a request for $6,784,000 for Air Proving 
Ground Command and provides facilities at one location, namely 
Eglin Air Force Base. 

Senator Case. Just a minute, General. 

Are we in classified ? 

General Renz. I think it would be well to go into executive ses- 
sion now, because there are a number of classified items scattered 
through here. 

(Whereupon, at 2:35 p. m., the subcommittee proceeded into ex- 
ecutive session. ) 

(After executive session.) 

Present : Senators Case (presiding), and Stennis. 

Senator Case. What about the Air University ? 


AIR UNIVERSITY 
MAXWELL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. We'll go to the Air University then, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Ewnank. Page 320. 

General Rentz. The seventh Zone of Interior major commands to 
be reviewed is the Air University. As you know, Senator Case, the 
mission of this command is to prepare officers for command of large 
Air Force units, wings, groups, and squadrons, and for staff duties 
appropriate to those command positions, and to provide education to 
meet the scientific requirements of the Air Force. This program ccn- 
tains a request for $300,000 for Air University and provides a facility 
at one location; namely Maxwell Air Force Base. 

Montgomery, Ala., is located 1 mile east northeast of Maxwell Air 
Force Base. 
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The planned use of this base is for housing the Air University. The 
committee has been provided with detailed information with respect 
to the item included in this program in the total amount of $300,000, 

The project included in this program consists of the acquisition 
of a clearance easement in the approach zone of the southeastern end 
of the existing instrument runway (item 1). 

Colonel Ewsanx. We have just one item, Senator Case, for Max. 
well Air Force Base for the Air University totaling $300,000 of new 
authorization. We are also requesting $96,000 of deficiency authoriza- 
tion at Maxwell. 

Senator Case. What is the deficiency resulting from ? 

General Rentz. It is due to an overrun on the dining hall which was 
estimated at $204,000 and is now estimated at $300,000. , 

Senator Casz. The real estate item, of course, will come before th 
committee again. We don’t need to take further testimony on that 
at this time. 

Colonel Ewsang. Yes, sir. 


CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Colonel Ewpank. Continental Air Command is next. - 

Senator Casr. There are two stations. Let’s take that one. 

General Rentz, This is not the Reserve program. 

This is the basic Continental Air Command. 

The eighth Zone of Interior major commands to be reviewed is the 
Continental Air Command. The mission of this command is to dis- 
charge within the continental United States the field responsibilities 


of the Chief of Staff, USAF, with respect to: The Reserve forces for 
the Department of the Air Force that are assigned to the Continental 
Air Command, including supervision and inspection of the Air Na- 
tional Guard of the United States; domestic emergencies: miscel- 
laneous administrative functions; in the event of war or other emer- 
gency, mobilize the units and/or individuals of the Air Force Reserve 
that are assigned to the Continental Air Command; discharge within 
the continental United States such other responsibilities as the Chief 
of Staff, USAF, may direct. 

The program contains a request for $2,162,000 for Continental Air 
Command and provides facilities at 3 locations. 

Included within the total of $2,162,000 is an amount of $952,000 
for an altitude building required by the School of Aviation Medicine 
at Brooks Air Force Base. The remainder of the program, $1,210,000 
is required to support the basic mission of this command. 

There are no facilities included in this program in support of the 
Reserve forces mission. 

Senator Casr. We don’t seem to have a table on that. 

Mr. BeLtev. No page for Brooks in here? 

Senator Casr. Will you see—— 

Mr. BeLiev. Brooks is at 331—A, I missed it. 

Senator Casg. It is inserted at the end of the section, General. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 
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BROOKS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The first of these locations is Brooks Air Force 
Base. San Antonio, Tex., is located 6.5 miles north northwest of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for a Reserve troop carrier mission, 
an aeromedical group and the School of Aviation Medicine. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item in this program in the amount of $952,000. 

The item in the program consists of an altitude building in support 
of the school of aviation medicine. 

Colonel Ewrsanx. For Brooks Air Force Base on page 331-A we 
are requesting $95,000 of new authorization and as General Rentz 
mentioned this is for part of the aeromedical center, at Brooks. This 
actually was authorized by this committee before, but the authorization 
will be repealed on June 30, this year. 

Senator Case. Due to the 5-year lapse? 

General Renz. Right. 

Senator Cass. If it is restored at this time, would you expect to get 
that funded this year ? 

General Rentz. In 1958. 

Senator Case. I mean in fiscal 1958. 

Colonel Ewrank. This is a very important and integral part of the 
aeromedical center. The functions they carry on here are necessary. 

Senator Case. If this has been authorized for 5 years and you have 
had some unprogramed funds why have the funds not been applied 
to this project earlier? 

General Rentz. Unprogramed funds. Senator? Do you mean a 
carryover from 1 year to the other on obligations? 

Senator Casz. Why, I think the funds appropriated have exceeded 
the actual funds programed in your letters of understanding with 
the Appropriations Committee have they not? 

General Rentz. The funds appropriated, no, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. You have had this authorization on the book for 5 
years, haven’t you ? 

General Rentz. We have had the bulk authorization of approxi- 


- mately $8.8 for the medcenter for 5 years. All the rest of the facility 


is under contract at this time except this altitude building. 

Senator Casr. Why have you not funded it before? 

General Rentz. Because of the authorization. After the first 2 
phases were contracted, we only had remaining approximately 
$400,000 for authorization against the requirement for $952,000 there- 
fore, the $400,000 would have expired on June 30, this year. Conse- 
quently, we had to ask for the entire $952,000 to complete the facility. 

Senator Case. I understand. " 

Next project? 

Colonel Ewsank. On page 323, Dobbins Air Force Base. 


DOBBINS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renz. The second of these locations is Dobbins Air Force 
Base. Marietta, Ga., is located 3 miles northwest of the base. 
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The planned use of this base is for an Air Force Reserve flying 
training center jointly occupied by the Air Force Reserve and the 
Air National Guard operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $247,000. 

The 2 items included in the program consist of a crash fire station 
and 5 units of family housing in support of the assigned mission. 

Colonel Ewnank. We are requesting $247,000 of new authorization 
for this installation and $155,000 deficiency authorization. 

Senator Case. Certainly you have a line fire station at the present 
time, haven’t you, at Dobbins? 

Colonel Eweank. We have a structural fire station that is a con- 
siderable distance from the line. This fire station is to provide crash 
protection of the flight line. There is none available on the line now, 
However, we do have a 4-stall station that is located back in the 
cantonement area. 

Senator Case. Your other item is a family housing request for 
$108,000? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes. 

Senator Case. For how many units / 

Colonel Ewpank. Five units. 

Senator Casz. Why do you need these ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. They have been using 5 or 6 old farmhouses that 
were acquired with some land that we acquired some time ago. 

Some of these houses are being taken out due to the runway exten- 
sion. 

Mr. Jacozs. Two are in the clear zone of the runway when it was 
extended. 

Colonel Ewpank. They will have to be removed. The other 3 are 
substandard farmhouses and we need 5 sets of quarters for key officers 
on this installation. 

Senator Casr. Next project ? 


MITCHEL ATR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The third of these locations is Mitchel Air Force 
Base. Hempstead, N. Y., is located 1 mile southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for command headquarters and as a 
flying training center for Air Force Reserve operational units. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $963,000. 

Three items included in the total program consist generally of an 
addition to the electrical distribution system, clearance easements, 
and removal of hazards to support safe flying conditions. All of 
these items are in support of the assigned —s of this base. 

Colonel Ewnanx. For Mitchel Air Force Base, New York (p. 326), 
we are requesting $963,000 as new authorization for this installation 
and $200,000 of deficiency authorization. 

General Rentz. I would like to interrupt here, Mr. Chairman, to sa 
that this item of hazard removal of $626,000, is no longer a oni 
ment. We have taken care of that and the program can be reduced by 
$626,000. 

Senator Stennis (presiding). What was the purpose? 

General Rentz. To cover the relocation of an overhead electrical 
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transmission line and the removal of another factory smokestack from 
the clear-zone area. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you don’t 

General Rentz. Other work was also included but the overhead 
line and the stack were the primary hazards to flight operations but 
due to favorable bids when we extended the runway we were able to 
remove the hazards with the money that had been authorized and 
appropriated for the runway extension. 

Senator Srennis. You want that stricken out ? 

Gener al Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. Strike it out, Mr. Clerk. 

Senator Case. We completed ‘the Air Research and Development 
Command, the Air University, and now we have completed the 

Yontinental Air Command. We skipped ATC because that seemed to 
be a large section and I didn’t want to start on that tonight. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Senator. I thank you. If you are 
pressed for something else, we will discuss the time we will want to 
convene in the morning and you can go when you wish. I will stay with 
the gentlemen a while longer. We would like to know when it would 
suit you to come in, 10 o’clock ¢ 

Senator Case. I suppose. 

Senator Stennis. I will be here at 10. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator STennis. You finished this book except for the parts you 
passed over ? 

Senator Case. Except for the Air Training Command and MATS, 
the last section. 

Senator Srennis. Shall we continue a little while longer, gentle- 
men ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, at your pleasure, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you very much, Senator Case. 

General Rentz. The next command, Mr. C thairman, would be— 

Senator Srennis. There is nothing else in the book you haven't 
covered, except back here on this 102? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct, beginning with 102, is the Air 
Training Command. 

Senator STennis. Senator Jackson has said something about this 
Amarillo matter here. Would you mind passing that over until he 
is here? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Then we will go to Craig Air Force Base. 





AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


General Rentz. The sixth zone of interior major command to be 
reviewed is the Air Training Command. The mission of this Com- 

mand is to provide flying training leading to an aeronautical rating: 
Air crew training; basic and advanced technical tr aining leading to 
an Air Force specialty ; basic military training; mobile training. and 
such other training as may be directed by the Chief of Staff, USAF. 
This program contains a request for $59,997,000 for Air Training 
Command and provides facilities at 21 locations. 

Included in the above total $24,542,000 provides for all base support 
facilities for Air Training Command and modernization of the USAF 
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pilot training program at 3 locations and expansion of the combat crew 
training ¢ apability of 2 locations; the expansion of the runways for 
flying training at 4 bases, and 2 auxiliaries costs $16, 326,000; facili- 
ties to accommodate the SAC dispersal mission at 3 locations total 
$10,689,000; familities for Air Defense Command fighter interceptor 
redeployment at 3 new locations for $8,649,000; and facilities for an 
ADC fighter interceptor mission at 1 base totals $123,000. 

Senator Srennis. You have charge of the training then on these 
different ones; is that right 

General Rentz. Yes,sir. We are pointing out that this entire cost 
is not chargeable to the Training Command because the SAC dis- 
persal bases and these ADC squadron interceptor bases are included. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Ewpanx. Mr. Ch: airman, the first installation is Craig Air 
Force Base on page 134. We are requesting $2,193,000 of new author- 
ization at this installation and $4,000 of authorization deficiency. 

Senator Srennis. Why was this marked out? You just had a small 
item. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. That was an exchange sales store that 
also was deleted by reviewing authorities. 

Senator SvTenNis. That doesn’t make a second rate Air Force to lose 
that one / 

Colonel Ewsank. No, sir. I would like to call to your attention one 
item that you might be interested in. This is the runway primary for 
the auxiliary flying field to Craig Air Force Base. This auxiliary 
field is about 18 or 20 miles distance from Craig. 

At present they do not have an auxiliary field at Craig. 

. Senator Srennis. How far from Craig? 

Colonel Eweank. About 18 to 20 miles distance from Craig. 

Senator STennis. Wasn't there some kind of an installation around 
there that use can be made of This will cost over $2 million to build ? 

Colonel Ewsank. No, sir; there isn’t. Craig Air Force Base with 
its past mission has not had a real requirement for an auxiliary field. 
The mission is changing to basic single-engine training, creating a 
requirement for landing and takeofis practice which must be accom- 
plished at an field due to the air-traflic density it causes. 

Senator Stennis. Are these jets / 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct; T-33 jets. ‘That will mean that 
their pilot-training capability will be reduced by about one-third. 

Senator Stennis How long have you had the jets there / 

Colonel Ewsank. The jets were there as a ieidhine school for some 
time, but not—— 

Senator Stennis. How do you get along without it this long? 

Colonel Ewsank. They have had an instructor's tr aining school, 
but are converting to basic flying training of cadets and officers. 

Senator Srennis. Now you are getting in the cadets? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. They will train cadets and offi- 
cers who have never flown before. 

Mr. BeLiev. This allows you to keep more cadets in the air at one 
time? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The Air National Guard has a unit at Meridian 
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and they use these jets. It is not far from Selma to Meridian, I thought 
maybe you could save the $2 million. 

Colonel Ewnanx. Maybe I can give you some idea of the number of 
landings and takeoffs a basic single- -engine training school has, They 
will have a total of 2,100 takeoffs and ‘landings for an 18-hour opera- 
tional day. That is an average of 116 per hour. W ithout an auxiliary 
field we can’t maintain that type of traffic density in the air. 

Senator Srennis. How much land will you have to have? 

Colonel Ewsank. 390 acres of fee purchase and 55 acres of clear- 
ance easement. 

Senator Stennis. How much do you propose to pay, 100 an acre ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, for the fee purchase. 

Senator Srennis. It is worth it. What is your next item? 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is on 
page 142. 

Senator Srennts. What did you strike out on 136? That is the ex- 
change store rents ¢ 

Colonel Ewnank. The exchange at Craig was deleted. 

Senator Stennis. You already have one? 

Colonel Ewnank. That is correct. This was a replacement. 

Senator Srennts. All right; next item ? 


CRAIG AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The second of these locations is Craig Air Force 
Base. Selma, Ala., is located 4 miles north northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single engine training. 
The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,193,000. 

The three items included in the total program consist generally of 
provisions for a runway and land for a new auxiliary base for jet 
operations. 

Colonel Eweank. That is on page 134, Mr. Chairman. 

General Rentz. Do you want the statement on the functions on the 
Air Training Command ¢ 

Senator STENNIS. Yes. 


GOODFELLOW AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Ewnank. Page 142, Goodfellow Air Force Base. 

Senator Srennis. You skipped Ellington. 

Colonel Ewsank. Ellington Air Force Base in Texas has been de- 
leted entirely from the program. 

Senator Srennis. How much were you asking for there? 

Colonel Ewsank. $637,000 originally comprised of an officers’ open 
mess and land-clearance easement. 

General Renz. The third of these location is Goodfellow Air Force 
Base. San Angelo, Tex., is located 1 mile northwest of the base. The 
planned use of this base is for basic single-engine training. The com- 
mittee has been provided with det: riled information with respect. to 
the items included in this program in the amount of $489,000. The 
three items included in this program consist of an instrument landing 
system, a control tower, and an airmen service club for the support of 
the base mission. 
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Colonel Ewspanx. On page 142, we are requesting $489,000 of new 
authorization for this installation, plus $1,700,000 of deficiency au- 
thorization against prior years. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, deficiency ¢ 

Colonel Ewsanxk. Prior year’s authorization, where we do not have 
enough dollar authorization with which to fund the project. 

Senator Stennis. Why ? 

General Rentz. The deficiency at Goodfellow was caused by an 
increase in the runway. We had programed and estimated it at 
$2.9 million and it went to $2.8 million. The bulk storage avfuel in- 
creased. The hangar field maintenance we estimated at $583,000; 
however, the CWE is now $682,000. The dining hall for airmen esti- 
mated at $263,000 is now $318,000. The dormitory for airmen esti- 
mated at $576,000 is now $664,000. That is the bulk of the items that 
make up the total deficiency in prior authorization. 

Senator Stennis. Anything on that, Mr. Clerk? 

Mr. BeLiev. No. 

Senator STrennis. Next one? 


IITARLINGEN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The fourth of these locations is Harlingen Air 
Force Base. Harlingen, Tex., is located approximately 35 miles 
southwest of the base. The planned use of this base is for observer 
training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to items in this program in the total amount of $424,000. Six 
items included for base support are an airmen’s service club and five 
separate land-fee-purchase items. 

Colonel Ewsank. Next installation is Harlingen Air Force Base. 
We are asking for $424,000 of new authorization at this installation 
and $83,000 of deficiency authorization. The main items are a service 
club and five fee-purchase land items. These items are to protect the 
clear zone of the parallel runways and the cross-wind runway at 
Harlingen. 

Senator Stennis. That means the approaches ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes; right off the end of the runway. 

Senator Stennis. How have you been getting along without it ? 

Colonel Ewpank. By taking a chance on no one erecting a structure 
that would be a hazard. 

Senator Stennis. How much are you asking for this land now ? 

Colonel Eweanx. This land is quite reasonable. The first item for 
9.5 acres is estimated to cost $8,000. That isthe highest one. We have 
another land item of 117 acres for $116,000. 

Mr. BeLrev. Five hundred to a thousand dollars an acre? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes. 

General Rentz. Would you like to see where these easements and fee 
purchases are? 

Senator Stennis. Isn’t it pretty well established that they will not 
come in there and build since they haven't already done so ¢ 

General Rentz. No, sir, Mr. Chairman, I don’t think we can say 
that. Had we gone ahead and procured these easements and fee pur- 
chases at other bases, we wouldn’t be in the predicament that we are 
at bases such as Lowry and Scott Air Force Bases. 
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Mr. BeLiev. These are all purchases. Could you get easements for 
half the price and still accomplish the mission ? 

Mr. Lavatuier. The glide angle is so low, the fee would be almost the 
same as easements, 

Senator Srennis. What kind of service ¢ ‘lub do you have there now ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Presently they are in a 7,600 square foot building. 
It is an old wooden frame mobilization building, which is much too 
small for the population. 

Mr. BeLirv. 4,800 square feet. building, isn’t that what you mean, 
page 145 says you will have to destroy building No. 215 which now 
totals 4,600 square feet. 

Senator Srennis, In these days people redo the interior and air- 
condition the buildings and live on the inside anyway. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. If you had a good enough building to 
start with, Senator, | would agree. 

Senator Srennis. All right, next item. 


JAMES CONNALLY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renvz. The fifth of these locations, James Connally 
Air Force Base, Waco, Tex., is located approximately 5 miles south- 
southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for navigational training. The 
committee has been provided with detailed information with respect 
to items in this program in the total puenes of $191,000. The item 
included in this program consists of a commissary store for base 
support. 

Colonel Ewnank. Next installation, on page 154, is James Con- 
nally Air Force Base, Waco, Tex. We are requesting $191,000 of new 
authorization at this installation for a commissary store. 

Senator STenNNis. That's all you are requesting ? 

Colonel Eweank. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. What do you use now / 

Colonel Ewrnank. They are utilizing an old mobilization building 
which will be demolished. The closest shopping center is approxi- 
mately 614 miles from the base. The city limits of Waco are approxi- 
mately 5 miles. Military personnel will increase by 94 people from 
the present strength by the end of 1960. The need for the commissary 
is emphasized by the 501 existing and programed appropriated fund 
family units. Do you have anything else on housing, Mr. Jacobs? 

Mr. Jacons. There are 500 Wherry units on base, that is all that is 
contemplated. 

Senator STENNIs. Already constructed ¢ 

Mr. Jacoss. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLirv. The present building will be torn down if you get 
approval for this? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLiev. If you don’t get approval for this, will you still tear 
it down / 

General Renz. No; because we have no other building that is suit- 
able to put the commissary in. 

Mr. BeLtev. In the previous justification you had a master plan 
for operation facilities to go in, and I didn’t see it here. 
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Senator Stennis. I think that is enough on that unless vou have 
something else. 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Next item ? 


KEESLER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The sixth of these locations is Keesler Air Force 
Base. Biloxi, Miss., is located 1 mile east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for technical school training. The 
committee has been provided with detailed information with respect 
to the item included in the total amount of $2,209,000. The three items 
included in this program for base support are air conditioning of 
technical training buildings, officers’ quarters, and chapel. 

Colonel Ewspank. The next base is Keesler Air Force Base, on page 
156. We are requesting $ $2,209,000 of new authorization for this in- 
stallation. No deficiency authorization is required for Keesler. 

Senator Stennis. No land is involved here ? 

Colonel Ewsann. No sir. 

Mr. BreLrev. Last year you said the ultimate cost of Keesler was 
about $73 million, I think. I notice it is now $89 million. Is that a 
change in mission ? 

General Rentz. We put the Air Ground School in there, Colonel, 
and have programed missile training into Keesler also. The officers’ 
quarters reflect a requirement generated by the movement of the Air 
Ground School from Southern Pines to Keesler. They have an officer 
load of approximately 300 in that school. 

Mr. BeLrev. So you will need roughly $15 million to complete your 
master plan? 

General Rentz. That’s right, based on revised estimates and in- 
creased costs of replacements. 

Senator Stennis. I want to mention a word before we leave that 
about the hospital. It helps a lot to see these projects on the base, to 
see where they fit in, and see what they are going to accomplish. This 
is a very fine hospital down there. ‘They are fixing up the electrical 
installations and all on the inside. It is not painted yet on the out- 
side, but it shows how they will be able to take care of the people 
there. We went through the operating room the other day, the gen- 
eraland I. It will be quite a credit to that huge installation and they 
will take patients from Brookley Field over from Mobile and several 
other places. 

General Rentz. That will be a regional hospital, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. It makes you feel good to see how these men will 
be taken care of and their families too. Very good indeed. 

General Rentz. I agree with you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Now you have these officers’ quarters here. I 
thought you were pretty well fixed there for officers’ quarters. 

General Rentz. No; we are not. We took the additional load 
when the Air Ground School moved from Southern Pines. All the 
students are officers which increases the requirements over and above 
what is shown in the book here. 

Senator Srennis. I had a chance also to visit this—you call it the 
Air Ground School. 
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General Renz. Yes; that is the one we visited and they gave us a 
briefing. 

Senator Srennis. It is a new combination of names, Air Ground 
School. I was very glad to visit them and they were quite a critical 
group and quite an addition to Keesler Air Force Base. 

General Renz. It shows the coordination between the Air Force 
and the Army. It is a joint school but comes under the jurisdiction 
of Tactical Air Command. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Don’t you have a chapel down there 
now! This 300 seats? 

General Rentz. We do not have a permanent chapel on Keesler. 
All the chapels are mobilization type and some of them are getting 
in rather deplorable condition. We have quite a termite condition 
that causes quite a bit of M. and O. to be spent on the old buildings. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further on those? I thought you had 
a permanent chapel there. That is a large installation. 

Do you have anything? 

Mr. BeLarv. No; exc ‘ept on the officers’ quarters you will need at 
least 122 new ones and replacement of your substandard sometime. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; in subsequent programs I would say so. 

Senator Stennis. No more land than you need there? 

General Renrz. No, sir; I don’t know where we would get the land 
except going down into the heart of the city. 

Senator Stennis. You will have to go down in the water. 

General Renrz. Yes; or some of the VA land that is very close. 

Senator Srennis. Next item? 

Colonel Ewsank. The next item Mr. Chairman, is on page 168. 


Senator Srennis. Why are you scratching Lackland ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Commissary and chapel. 

Senator Srennis. Chapel and commissary ? 

General Renrz. They were deleted by the reviewing authority. 


LUKE AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Ewsank. Luke Air Force Base on page 168 is our next 
item. 

General Rentz. The seventh of these locations is Luke Air Force. 
Litchfield Park, Ariz., is located 1 mile south of the base. The 
planned use of this base is for advance flying training. The commit- 
tee has been provided with detailed information with respect to the 
items included in this program in the total amount of $2,110,000. 

The seven items included in the total program consist generally of. 
the provisions of an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop, ammo 
storage, airmen service club, exchange sales store, storm drainage dis- 
posal, and two land items of fee purch: ise for base support. 

Colonel Ewnank. We are requesting $2,110,000 for this installation. 

No deficiency authorization is required, The principal items here are 
for an engine inspection repair shop, storage base ammo, a service 
club, and storm drainage. 

Senator STenNis. W hy did you take out the hospital and leave in 
the club? There must be a good reason for that? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; there was good reasoning behind that de- 
cision, Mr. Chairman. We had prior authorization on a number of 
hospitals that have not been funded as yet and they wanted us to get our 
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authorization and the funding of the hospital measured together so 
we would fund the hospital the same year it was authorized. We are 
going to fund from our appropriations this year, the hospitals that 
we have prior authorization on plus the four that are in the program. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, who is commander of this air-ground 
group ? 

General Rentz. Gen. Daniel Jenkins. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. 

Anything else on those items you want to put in the record on it 
before you leave? That isa good number of items. 

Colonel Ewsank. The storage base ammo might merit some com- 
ment. This is for one, above-ground igloo. They presently have 
none. This has been brought about by the new change in mission at 
Luke. 

Senator Stennis. The storm-drainage disposal that is a lot of money, 
$730,000. 

Colonel Ewrpank. Yes, sir. That is the reason I highlighted that 
item for you. This is needed to divert the floodwaters from the Trilby 
Wash Basin around Phoenix tothe Aqua Frio River. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Colonel Ewrsank. Mr. Chairman, we were on the storm drainage 
displacement project, on page 169. 

Senator STennis. Yes; so much money was for that, what was your 
explanation on that ¢ 

Colonel Ewpank. This is needed to divert flash-type floodwaters 
from the Trilby wash detention basin around Phoenix, Ariz., into 
the Aqua Frio River. What this amounts to is a large drainage-type 
ditch to keep the water from coming down on Luke Air Force Base 
itself. 

The water is then dumped into the Aqua Frio River and carried 
away. In 1951 we had a very serious flood on Luke and the entire 
base was under water up toa depth of 2 to 3 feet. 

Senator Stennis. It won’t happen again for 50 years. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. We have 725 Capeharts scheduled to go in here, 
Mr. Chairman, and this is the drainage that Colonel Ewbank was 
talking about along here and along up here [pointing to map]. 

Colonel BeLiev. What did it cost you to dig out from the 1951 
flood ? 

Colonel Ewrank. I don’t have an answer to that, Colonel BeLieu, 
but it was an expensive operation. 

Senator Stennis. Next item ? 


MATHER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The eighth of these locations is Mather Air Force 
Base. Sacramento, Calif., is located 9 miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is advanced observation flying training, 
and a SAC dispersal mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$8 949.000, 
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Twelve items support the SAC dispersal mission assigned to the 
base. Included in this group are additional operational apron, blast 
deflectors, squadron operations, large aircraft maintenance docks, air- 
craft maintenance shop, deminer alized water, base ammo storage, 
squadron headquarters, airmen dormitories, and land to support S AC 
items (items 1—11, and 14) 

The remainder of the program provides an officer quarters for base 
support (item 12). 

Colonel Ewsnank. At Mather Air Force Base at Sacramento, Calif., 
we are requesting $8,249,000 in new authorization at this installation, 
plus $482,000 of authorization deficiency. 

As you recall, Mr. Chairman, this is one of the Strategic Air Com- 
mand dispersal bases and this is the second increment for the SAC 
dispersal program. ‘The major items are the operation apron for 
KC135 aircraft, blast deflectors, and squadron operation building. 
There is a space requirement for 400 new dormitories and for 100 new 
officers’ quarters. 

Senator SrenNnis. What is this mission here? Heavy bomber 
squadron ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. This mission is a Training Command observer 
flying training mission. Also one heavy bomb squadron of B-52 air- 
craft and associated tankers. 

Mr. BeLiev. The requirement for your officers’ quarters is increased 
because of your placement of the heavy squadron there ? 

General Renrz. That’s one of the reasons. 

Colonel Ewnank. The main reason is that there is a large deficiency 
existing. The Training Command mission is made up primarily of 
student officers. There are 1,200 student officers scheduled for Mather. 

Senator SrenNNts. When you say officers’ quarters, is that what you 
used to call bachelor officers’ quarters ¢ 

Colonel Ewrnank. That’s right. They presently have only 218 stu- 
dent officers’ quarters, with a requirement for 1,370. The majority 
of the student officers and the permanent party are living off base in 
homes, apartments, and wherever they can get a place to stay. 

General Renrz. They would like to have all student officers living 
on the base so that they can maintain a more positive training schedule. 

Senator Srennis. These are students for what ? 

General Renrz. For the observer school, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. How do you mix all this in on one base? TI had 
understood that you didn’t like to do this. 

General Renrz. We don't like to do that, Mr. Chairman, and if we 
had our way about it. we would have a separate command base. But 
when the runways are existing and we have a capability to take a 
SAC dispersal squadron at a minimum cost, we have to use what facil- 
ities are available to us, sir. 

Senator Srennis. If vou didn’t put it there you would have to go 
where you could make a new start. 

General Renz. That’s right. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Gentlemen, I am compelled to go now, if we may close there. What 
is your next page ? 
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General Renrz. The next installation, on page 195, is McConnell, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. All right, let’s start there. 
10 o’clock tomorrow ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you very much. 

Enjoyed being with you. Sorry I had to be absent today. 

General Rentz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 5:05 p. m., the hearing was adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a. m. Wednesday, May 22, 1957.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 22, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Mirrrary Construction, 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:05 a. m., in 
room 212, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Stennis (presiding), Jackson, and Case. 

Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Srennis. Secretary Floete, do you have some business 
here? Weare glad to have you. Come around. 

Mr. Frorre. P robably I don’t have any business being here. 

Senator STENNIS. Come around and say “hello” anyway. Sit down 
here and visit with us a little bit. Weare glad to have you. General 
Services Administration appropriations haven’t been reduced; have 
they ? 

Mr. Frorrr. Yes; they have. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here. 

Mr. Frorrr. It isa pleasure to be back here. I think you men ap- 
pearing before this committee are really privileged, because you are 
assured of a fair hearing and also a very intelligent approach to the 
problen: from the committee. IT always found that true. 

Senator Srennis. We appreciate that compliment. 

Senator Case and Senator Jackson and I trail along too. We cer- 

tainly remember you most favorably and your fine work. 

Senator Casr. The committee bows most modestly. 

Senator Srennis. All right, gentlemen. We are in the Air Force 
justification now. We are over at McConnell Air Force base in 
Kansas. I believe we had not started on that at all. Are you ready 
to proceed, General Rentz ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we are, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srpennis. All we let’s have quiet, please. 
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STATEMENT OF JOHN M. FERRY, SPECIAL ASSISTANT FOR INSTAL- 
LATIONS, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE; ACCOMPANIED BY BRIG. 
GEN. WILLIAM E. RENTZ, DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY; 
COL. JOHN N. EWBANK, DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY; 
JOHN R. GIBBENS, ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY; 
GEORGE LAVALLEE, OFFICE, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, IN- 
STALLATIONS; COL EDGAR R. JACKSON, DIRECTORATE OF REAL 

PROPERTY; COL. MELVIN T. EDMONDS, DIRECTORATE OF CON- 

STRUCTION ; LINWOOD B. McCLOUD, DIRECTORATE OF CONSTRUC- 

TION; LT. COL. JAMES A. DARBY, DIRECTORATE OF OPERATIONS; 

LEONARD I. JACOBS, DIRECTORATE OF FACILITIES SUPPORT; 

EDWARD J. WALLIN, DIRECTORATE OF REAL PROPERTY 


General Rentz. We will start with McConnell Air Force Base, at 
Wichita, Kans., on page 195. 


M'CONNELL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. This is a station of the Air Training Command 
used for combat crew training. 

Colonel Ewnank. Mr. Chairman, we are requesting $764,000 of new 
authorization for this installation. No deficiency authorization is 
required. The principal items at this installation are bachelor officers’ 
quarters and a commissary store. 

The third item is the removal of a hazard. This is the removal of 
an elevated water tank at the Cessna and Boeing plants, which is adja- 
cent to McConnell Air Force Base. This tank protrudes into the glide 
angle off the end of the runway. 

Senator Srennis. It is a flight hazard. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Your commissary is the usual situation there / 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, how far is the McConnell from 
Wichita? 

General Renvz. It is about a mile away. The closest store to Mc- 
Connel is about + miles away. One of the reasons for the commissary, 
Senator Case, is that we are putting in 490 units of Capehart housing 
on the base, and the building that we are now using for a commissary 
will be converted to the use it was originally programed as, a ration 
breakdown warehouse. 

Senator Case. Have the Capehart houses been approved ? 

Mr. Jacoss. Yes, sir; they received all the necessary approvals, and 
they are presently under design. 

Senator Srennis. All right; anything else ? 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, this generally raises the question we 
ran onto yesterday. Some items were said to be of the highest urgency, 
but were being deleted or deferred, and it is another instance of asking 
for a third of a million dollars for building a store which can’t be 
termed exactly an operational requirement. 

Senator Stennis. All right; without objection, we will pass onto 
the next one. We will pass on all these items, of course. 
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MOODY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renz. The tenth of these locations is Moody Air Force 
Base. Valdosta, Ga., is located 10 miles southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$398,000. 

The four items included for base support in the total program con- 
sist gener: ally of the prov isions of a speci al weapons training building, 
aircraft engine inspection and repair, base cold storage, and an airmen 
service club. 

Colonel Ewsank. Mr. Chairman, the next installation is Moody 
Air Force Base, on page 199, located 10 miles southwest of Valdosta, 
Ga. We are asking $938,000 of new authorization. No deficiency 
authorization is required. 

The principal items here are for an engine inspection repair shop, 
a service club, and a special weapons training building. 

Senator STENNIS. Anything special about those ? 

Colonel Eweank. No,sir. This is for the advanced flying training 
school mission at this base where they train the interceptor pilots for 
the Air Defense Command. 

Senator STENNIS. What do you use for the service club there now ? 

Colonel Ewrank. They are presently in an old messhall. This 
messhall is in very poor condition. After we build this service club 
the existing structure will be used for administrative space after it is 
fixed up to a minimum degree. They have a very serious shortage 
of administrative space. | 

Senator Case. Colonel, what are you using for cold storage at 
Moody now ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Presently we are in 4,800 square feet of an old 
mobilization building. It again is actually too small. It doesn’t 
have the necessary freezer rooms and cold storage capacity to take 
rare of the foods. 

Senator Case. Do you or General Rentz have the figures showing 
the total dollars for items of this character in the proposals ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir; I have those. 

Senator Case. I think you gave us $19 million as the total figure 
for commissary stores. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Gipsens. I believe $19 million was the total replacement of 
dormitories and messes. 

Senator Case. Replacement of dormitories and messes / 

General Renrz. On commissaries we have $6.5 million in the entire 
Zone of Interior. 

Senator Case. $6.5 / 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. What do you have for cold-storage replacements 
or—— 

General Renrz. I don’t think I have the breakdown on that. 

Senator Case. I am just wondering, Mr. Chairman, if we couldn’t 
get a table which would show us commissary stores which are in the 
nature of replacement, commissary stores which are new, and the same 
on cold-storage plants ? 
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General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. That is the total dollars? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. I recognize that there are some places where replace- 
ment might come in the category of a necessity, but when we go 
through these some of them appear to be desirable replacements but 
not always , perhaps, a necessity. If the committee should want to 
consider the possibility of phasing the replacement program, I would 
like that figure so we know what we are doing. 

General Rentz. Senator Case, do you want that for Zone of Interior 
or for overseas too? 

Senator Case. The Zone of Interior should be separate from the 
overseas. If the other is a significant figure 

General Rentz. It is insignificant. 

Senator Case. The Zone of Interior then. 

Senator Srennis. Anything else on that item now, Senator Case, 
that you had in mind? 

Senator Casr. No, not at this time. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

(The following information was subsequently furnished and is 
printed below :) 


Fiscal year 1958 military construction program 


COMMISSARIES 


Scope Replace- ,e Modifica- Addition 
ment tion 


ADC: Square feet | Thousands | Thousands | Thousands | Thousands 
Duluth : ‘ 7 7, 600 $200 |- rs 

, 600 $179 

168 206 

, 600 

, 600 

168 

, 600 

, 168 

600 | 

, 600 

, 720 


Se 

Grandview - 

Kinross 

McGhee- Tyson_- 

Minot-- ee A oan meaeahie eee 
Niagara F: Re iba ees 
Selfridge-_-.-.-- Sa 

Suffolk C ounty 


SPE SAES 


SAC: 
I ckciievin Scan cp de abewdead , 600 | 
SI I ict criss acph eesti ch dota sacl , 168 | 
‘as — , 588 
Clinton-Sherman-.-.----.---- J , 600 
CenMmNDOS......2.2-..... , 600 

I ta ade khan dane tetnin kes , 558 

TAC: 
OS ee Pee ee ers , 588 | 
Myrtle Beach ............-...- , 168 
Seymour-Johnson seasdnevesen , 588 
EE See eee Sedge seer eree arom , 588 
OO eat , 588 
James Conne ally wast : , 088 

: , 588 

Sheppard a , 588 
Stead ee i oe ae a ‘ , 168 
Vincent. -. ; : ; , 588 
ARDC: Patrick_.------ . oa , 588 


Total (6,558) ......- 
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Fiscal year 1958 military construction program—Continued 


COLD STORAGE 


| | 
| Scope New | Replace- | Addition 
p: ment | 


SAC: | Square feet | Thousands | Thousands | Thousands 
Loring 1, 196 | 
OID >. 5 5h... hint soins sn tenints ana maatoneaanadtiona 2, 700 
ADC: 
Oxnard_- 2, 704 
} - 1, 712 | 
AMIOOD oldie tac dnaccdecluneth ae 6, 600 | 
SE RRIOO.. <5 cx pacing awaierinhwonmeuneiniionesdunemess 6, 600 
ATC: 
Vincent 4, 000 
Moody naan 3, 300 


ORE RRM dave ndew din octibnbuadadde salad. | 














NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 11th of these locations is Nellis Air Force 
Base. Las Vegas, Nev., is located 8 miles southwest of the base. 
The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. 

The committee has been provided with det ailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$436,000. 

The items included for base support in this program consist of 
commissary store and an airmen service club. 

Colonel Ewxnank. The next installation, if there is no further 
questions on Moody ? 

Senator Stennis. No. 

Colonel Ewsanx. Nellis Air Force Base on page 204, is located 8 
miles southwest of Las Vegas, Nev. We are requesting $436,000 of 
new authorization. No deficiency authorization is required. We are 
requesting two items, a commissary store and a service club. 

Senator Case. The present commissary store is in a converted MOB 
airmen’s dining hall ? 

General Renz. That’s right. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s correct. Iam quite familiar with this. 

Senator Case. The justification says “It is inadequate in space and 
configuration.” I don’t want to be facetious about this, but suppose 
on the floor this is challenged by somebody who, for example, at- 
tended the dinner of the Small Businessmen’s Association at the 
Mayflower Hotel last night and heard the representative of small busi- 
ness in this country talk about the tax problem and competition that 
was being afforded by Government; in any event, an objection to 
being taxed to provide more ¢ ompetition. If I were to try to answer 
by saying Nellis Air Force Base is out there quite a way in the country 
and the present building is imadequate in space and especially the 
configuration of the building is wrong, just where would it leave 
the Air Force? 

General Renz. I think the approach has to be, Senator Case. that 
we are trying to give service to our people and we are buildiny 395 
units of housing on Nellis. To adequately serve the people we have 
to have a commissary and the commissary that is operating today 
is a very inefficient operation due to the configuration of the building 
and the substandard construction. This is a replacement for the 
existing substandard facility. 
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Of course, I realize that that would probably not satisfy the gen- 
tlemen you are speaking of. 

Senator Case. He was the president of the Small Businessmen’s 
Association of the country. He had many members of Congress and 
the Senate down there last night. He pointed out to them that if 
a small-business man on Main Street goes, some taxpaying ability 
will go. 

That’s all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right, thank you, Senator Case. 

All right, gentlemen, what is your next item ? 


PERRIN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 12th of these locations is Perrin Air Force 
Base. Sherman, Tex., is located 5 miles south-southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$460,000. 

The three items included in this program consist of runway over- 
runs, special weapons training, and land fee purchase for access to 
ammo storage area. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is Perrin 
Air Force Base, on page 207, located 5 miles from Sherman, Tex. We 
are requesting $460,000 of new authorization, and no deficiency author- 
ization is required. The principal items being asked for at this instal- 
lation are runway overruns and a special weapons training building. 
The mission of this— 

Senator Srennis. Overrun, that is just extending the runway, is 
that what it means? 

Colonel Ewsank. No, sir. This provides 750 feet of stabilized type 
pavement to protect the airplanes from early touchdowns or from 
overruns on each end of the runway. If, for instance, the drag chutes 
do not work or the brakes do not work, they still have an overrun of 
1,000 feet. 

Senator Srennis. Do you ordinarily have that ? 

Colonel Ewpank. That is a very important part of the runway. 

Senator Stennis. Why don’t you have that ? 

Colonel Ewsank. We have 250 feet of overrun at the end of the run- 
way; from there on we have plain sod and grass. Many of our instal- 
lations have been that way and over the. past years we have been 
correcting it. 

Senator STENNIS. How much land do you need for the overrun ? 

Colonel Ewsank. This is actually access to the ammo ordnance area 
and for a drainage ditch. 

Senator STENNIS. You are asking for 96.5 acres. 

Colonel Ewnank. That’s correct. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. Any further questions, Senator Case? 

Senator Case. No questions. 

Senator STENNis. Next item ? 
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RANDOLPH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 13th of these locations is Randolph Air Force 
Base. San Antonio, Tex., is located 15 miles southwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for training combat tanker and an 
ADC fighter-intercepter mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$2,858,000. 

Six items are included in support of the ADC fighter-interceptor 
mission. These will provide for relocation of instrument landing 
system, an alert hangar, rocket assembly, ADC ammo storage, and 
electrification for ground support equipment for the fighter-inter- 
ceptor aircraft. 

Colonel Ewrsanx. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is Ran- 
dolph Air Force Base on page 211. This base is located 15 miles from 
San Antonio, Tex. We are requesting $2,858,000 of new authoriza- 
tion for this installation. All of these items, Mr. Chairman, are in 
support of a fighter-interceptor squadron which we are deploying 
to Randolph Air Force Base in this time period. We are providing 
them with their instrument landing system, alert hangar, ammo stor- 
age, and assembly buildings. 

Mr. BeLirv. The largest item is a storage for ammo, $1.6 million, is 
that the same as the previous specification air-to-air missile? 

General Rentz. Yes; for 4 magazines and 1 assembly building. 

Senator Stennis. I thought you had all the hangars you needed. 

Colonel Ewsank. These are the alert hangars that are away from 
the line allowing the fighters access right to the end of the runway. 
There are no alert hangars as such at Randolph. However, we will 
use the existing hangars on Randolph for the maintenance purposes. 
These are not for maintenance. They are strictly for alert capability. 

General Rentz. This is a new mission of an ADC squadron for 

Randolph. We have not had an alert hangar before because they did 
not have the mission. We need the alert hangar now. 

Senator Stennis. Without objection we will go to the next one. 


REESE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 14th of these locations is Reese Air Force Base. 
Lubbock, Tex., is located 6 miles east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with re- 
spect. to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$5,909,000. 

The six items included in the total program consist generally of the 
provision of a parallel runway on base proper and a runway on an 
auxiliary base, avfuel storage, clearance easements in the approach 
zones of runways and fee purchase of land for the same runways. 

Colonel Ewsank. We have the next installation on page 219, Reese 
Air Force Base at Lubbock, Tex. We are requesting 5.909.000 of 
new authorization for this installation plus $228,000 of deficiency au- 
thorization. It was in Public Law 161, 84th Congress, the primary 
items 

93272—57——18 
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Senator Srennis. Pardon me, just a minute. Let me go back to 
Randolph for just a mmute. On page 214 you are talking about the 
men being kept on the alert. You say that they are to be prepared 
for takeoff within 3 minutes, be airborne in 3 minutes. Now that is 
fighter planes? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Fighter-interceptor planes. 

Senator Stennis. They are designed to intercept bombers? 

General Renrz. That’s right, sir. Any unidentified aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. How many of these are stationed around over the 
country, these alert squadrons ? 

General Rentz. We are in operation now. I would like to fur- 
nish it. 

Senator Stennis. All right. I thought it was not marked “secret” 
or anything here, about this one at least. 

Allright, we will go into that later. 

Senator Casr. There is another item under Randolph, Mr. Chair- 
man. On page 218, the electrification. Why is this necessary? 
Don’t you have an adequate supply of power there at the present time? 

General Rentz. Senator Case, this is for the electrification outlets 
in the alert hangar, in the apron, in the field maintenance, and the 
organizational maintenance hangars, in order to make the fighter 
interceptors operable. We have been doing this and gave the presen- 
tation but I don’t think Senator Case was here when we had this 
presentation on this power system. We have been using a gasoline- 
driven generator, that has proven very unsatisfactory. The cost of 
replacement is high. They do not give the proper tolerances in volt- 
age that is required by these new type aircraft. This aircraft is on 
a ready status and must have their electronics gear running. The 
electronics that a modern-day fighter has is such that it generates 
immense heat, therefore the air conditioning must be kept going 
while the aircraft are in a ready status. Consequently, it is necessary 
to have a steady source of power for these 102’s and 1067s. 

Senator Casr. Is this a distribution system or a generating system ? 

General Rentz. It isa distribution system. 

Senator Stennis. We went into that rather thoroughly, Senator 
Case. It was a rather comprehensive and impressive proof on it. 

General Renvz. It is a highly repetitive item throughout the ADC 
program, Senator Case. We have approximately $5 million in this 
program for ramp electrification, that includes ramp, alert hangars, 
and field maintenance hangars. This is the second increment of this 
electrification. The first increment we submitted under 302B, this 
past year and funded out of 1957 money. 

Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. Next project? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Mr. Chairman, we were at Reese Air Force Base. 
The two primary items we are requesting at this installation are for 
a new parallel runway and a primary runway at an auxiliary airfield. 
This base has a change in mission, Mr. Chairman. At present they 
are training pilot crews in multiengine B-25, old conventional-type 
aircraft. During this time period this base will be converted to jet 
single-engine training. In so doing it is necessary that we have a 
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parallel runway and an auxiliary field to take care of the takeoffs and 
landings for the training mission. 

Mr. BeLiev. Last year you asked for and received authorization 
to extend the primary runway from 5,000 to 7,000 feet, I believe ? 

Colonel Ewsann. That’s correct. 

Mr. BeLiev. That is not a continuation of the same item, is it? 

Colonel Ewsann. Last year we gained authorization to extend the 
runway at Abernathy. That was in fiscal year 1957. That is the 
auxiliary field that the B-25’s are now using. We found out that the 
acquisition of the land necessary to extend that runway was prac- 
tically prohibitive in cost and we abandoned the idea of extending 
the runway at Abernathy. The traffic pattern at Abernathy inter feres 
with the traffic pattern at the Lubbock Municipal Airport. There is 
need to relocate some farm residences and some roads. That would 
make the proposition more expensive than we originally anticipated. 
This new authorization we are requesting is for an auxiliary field in 
the Brownfield, Tex., area, approximately 40 miles southwest of 
Reese. There the land is much cheaper and we will be able to take 
care of the auxiliary requirement within the authorization. 

Senator Casr. How far is the auxiliary field from the primary field ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Approximately 40 miles southwest of Reese is the 
intended location of the new auxiliary. I might add that Abernathy 
Field is a field that the Air Force has been leasing. We do not own 
the land there. 

General Rentz. We did not use the authorization granted last year 
for the extension at Abernathy because—— 

Senator Cast. What is the relationship of Abernathy to this new 
field ? 

Colonel Eweank. Do you mean distance, Senator / 

Senator Casr. Yes. 

Colonel Ewnank. Abernathy is close to Lubbock. Brownfield i 
approximately 40 miles from Lubbock, which is in a different hiec- : 
tion entirely from the base. 

Senator Case. What will be the total cost of the development of 
the new base ? 

Colonel Ewnank. We estimate $2,201,000. This is not actually a 
new base. This provides only for a runway and the associated taxi- 
ways, with no buildings. This will be a place where we are able to 
practice landings and takeoffs. 

Senator Casr. Would you have fuel facilities there ? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, sir. 

General Renrz. And no personnel will be stationed there. 

Senator Case. Have you made any canvass to determine if there are 
other runways in the general area that could be used for an auxiliary ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, they have made quite a study and survey 
in that area in an attempt to find an auxiliary field close enough to 
Reese that they can use. Abernathy is now being used for B-25’s 
but the runway is much too short for jet aircraft. 

Senator Cast. Do you have a map showing this area ? 

General Renrz. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. While you are getting the map, let me ask this 
You are not doing this on a contract basis ? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir; not this. 

Senator Stennis. You still have your contract plans in operation ? 
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Colonel Ewnank. Yes, we do for primary training. 

So Srennis. This is your finishing course ¢ 

Colonel Ewnank. That’s right. The boy that graduates here re- 
ceives his wings. He then is a rated pilot. 

Senator Case. How much land will be required to establish this 
new runway ¢ 

Colonel Ewpanxk. 458 acres in fee, Senator Case, and 680 acres of 
clearance easements for protection of the approach zones to the 
runway. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, this map shows about an area of 
alk miles. I would like to see a map which would show the gen- 

ral area of Texas there and New Mexico with a radius of 60 miles, 
a least, showing what other air stations there are in the area, if any. 

Colonel Ewpanx. Y es, Sir. 

Senator Case. That’s a mighty good question. What did you do 
toward making a survey to see if there was any available space 
rearby ¢ 

General Rentz. The Training Comand, Mr. Chairman, explored 
this problem very thoroughly. They explored not only the use of 
Abernathy for these T-33 aircraft but all other available airstrips in 
that area, not only those belonging to the Air Force but to the other 
services. This is the solution that they came up with. I think it 
would be a much better deal than staying in Abernathy, which is 
too close, and we would have to extend the runway and buy very 
expensive land. 

Senator Case. I know Texas is a very, very large State, but there 
are a great number of runways and fields down there now. I sup- 


pose it is possible to find room for a few more, but it really has a lot 
of them now... 

General Rentz. Yes. 

Senator STENNIs. You are going to give us a map? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we will furnish a map. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further on Reese Air Force Base ? 


SCOTT AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 15th of these locations is Scott Air Force 
Base. Shiloh, Ill., is located 3 miles west-northwest of the base. 
The planned use of this base is for technical training and a fighter- 
interceptor mission. ‘The committee has been provided with detailed 
information with respect to the items included in this program in 
the total amount of $1,480,000. 

One item included for one fighter-interceptor squadron is electri- 
fication for ground-support equipment in support of fighter-intercep- 
tor aircraft (item 4). 

The five items included in the total program for base support 
consist generally of the provision of a chapel, airmen service club, 
hazard removal, and easement clearance required to enable extension 
of the primary runway (items 1, 2, 3, 5, 6). 

Colonel Ewnanx. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
297, Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, I]. 

Senator Stennis. Let me ask you one question. This first item at 
Reese, that parallel runway, why is that needed now? That means an 
additional runway parallel to the present one. 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION “AUTHORIZATION 259 


Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. They have one runway there now. 
They need an additional runway which is parallel when we start the 
jet training. 

Senator Stennis. That is for the training? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes; they use one runway for takoffs; the other 
runway is normally used for the returning aireraft-in landing. They 
have 154 T-33’s that are sc ‘heduled for this base, which is a terrrific 
load of flying during the training period. I gave some figures yes- 
terday ; during an 18-hour d: ay they have a total of 2,100 takeoffs and 
landings. 

Senator Case. You have an existing parallel runway at the present 
time, at Reese ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. We have an existing primary runway there now. 

Senator Case. And an existing parallel runway ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The existing runway will be parallel to this new 
one. 

Senator Case. You already have two runways there now? 

Colonel Ewpank. We have 2 runways; 1 is a crosswind runway 
and the other will be parallel to this runway you see here. 

Senator Case. Don't you have 3 runways; 2 parallel, at the present 
time! 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes; you are right, Senator Case; we do. This 

s the old parallel we have now; this is the new one. It is right up 
epaient the apron here. 

Senator Casg. Is it being used as a parallel runway now ? 

Colonel Ewsank. I’m not sure whether that runway is being used 
now or not, Senator. 

Senator Case. Will you identify the several runways on this map? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. This is the new one that is in the book. 

Senator Case. The one shown in green? ’ 

Colonel Ewnank. That’s correct. This is the existing runway we 
have, together with the extension we received in the 1957 program. 

Senator Cast. That’s shown in blue and in black? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cask. What is the double line a little way above the green ? 

Senator Jackson. Taxiway. 

Colonel Ewrnank. No; this is a taxiway here. This double line 
identifies the clear zone in the approach area of the runway. 

Senator Casr. I read between the parallel lines for the south runway 
11,100 by 150 feet. 

Mr. Wau. The existing runway is shown as that length. We 
have land beyond this point which is for a master plan of the base, 
which we hope to program someday ; however, in this case we will not, 
because the new green runway is moved for safety criteria distance 
from the apron; this is the 750-foot clearance. We have a 1,000-foot 
clearance zone for our new runways. 

Senator Casr. The present parallel runway is 750 feet from your 
apron. 

Mr. Wain. Yes; this apron. 

Senator Case. You want to move it 250 feet farther from the apron. 

Mr. Waturx. We want the new runway to be 250 feet farther from 
the apron. The weight of this pavement. is 16,000 pounds, which is 


light and is all right for the type of planes we have there now, which is 
B-25. 
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General Rentz. B-25’s have been using that. 

Mr. Wain. It is long enough and strong enough for the B-25 
operation but is breaking up under that operation. But the safety 
criteria requires movement plus either strengthening and extending 
this or building a new one which would be within safety criteria. 
We are building this new runway to be 25,000 pound weight and 
stay within the safety criteria. 

Senator Casz. What is the present distance between the two north- 
south runways you have now ? 

Mr. Watt. This is 750 here. This is more than 1,000. When we 
move this in between it brings it 1,000 and 1,000. 

Senator Case. The additional runway that you seek then will be 
between the two present existing runways? 

Mr. Wauun. That’s right. 

Senator Case. What is the quality of the existing north-south run- 
way, the one farthest removed from the apron ¢ 

Mr. Wau. This one has been strengthened in the past up to this 
point. We have this in the program for the 25,000-pound strip which 
would match the existing runway, so the 2 runways will be 25,000- 
pound strength. 

Senator Stennis. All right, if there is nothing further we go to 
the next item. 

Colonel Ewsank. Scott Air Force Base, Belleville. Ill., we are re- 
questing $1,480,000 at this base. There is no deficiency authorization 
required. The principal items are a chapel or service club, ADC elec- 
trification outlets, and removal of the hazard. 

Senator Stennis. What is the hazard ¢ 

Colonel Ewranx. To remove a hill, Mr. Chairman, relocated 38 
buildings and to relocate a road and some powerlines. 

Senator Stennis. Couldn’t that have been anticipated in the matter 
of range so you wouldn’t have to remove the hill? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is the instrument runway which must. be 
extended. 

Senator Jackson. Why did they locate the field there in the first 
place with that kind of hazard ? 

Colonel Ewpank. That was located back in 1917. 

Senator Jackson. We have been plowing a lot. in there since then. 

General Rentz. Now they have the ADC aircraft which is more 
critical than anything flown off Scott. Scott used mostly admin- 
istrative type aircraft, having been the headquarters of the Air 
Training Command. 

Senator Jackson. Why do they put it in, the 102 squadron? I 
can see when they are using F-86 or F-89. I just wonder about these 
things. 

Colonel Darsy. It is part of the modernization of the Air Defense 
force. 

Senator Jackson. I am fully aware of that. But if vou are run- 
ning into this kind of situation, obstructions and so on, isn’t there an 
alternate field you could put the F—102’s in # 

Colonel Ewsank. In this area we have been unable to find a better 
place that we can put them. We have considerable facilities and in- 
vestment in Scott and by extending the runway we can remain there. 
If we went to a different location we would need an alert hangar, 
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maintenance hangar, and other technical facilities required to accom- 
modate one of these squadrons. 

Senator Case. What is the total cost. of the plant at Scott? 

General Rentz. The ultimate cost is $96 million. 

Senator Case. How much do you have there now? 

Colonel Ewsank. The inventory as of June 30 last year was 
$41,084,000. 

Senator Casr. You are asking for $1,480,000? 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. 

Senator Case. Of the $96 million, approximately $40 million re- 
mains yet to be authorized ¢ 

Colonel Ewpanx: Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What is this to protect, this F-102A? Is that 
some special category? Or some special item ? 

Colonel Darsy. I’m sorry, sir. I didn’t follow the question. 

General Renrz. The area ae gives for the area at Scott. 

Senator Stennis. I ane t know where it is. 

General Renrz. It protects the St. Louis area. 

Senator Stennis. What is it near? 

General Renrz. Thirty-five miles from St. Louis. 

Colonel Darsy. This chart is classified secret. 

Senator Jackson. The chart is. 

Colonel Darsy. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Do you have an interceptor squadron there 
now ? 

Colonel Darny. Yes, sir, an F-38—D squadron. The F-86—D’s go 
out of the program according to our present modernization plans in 
the 1959-60 time period. 

Senator Jackson. Is there any other field in existence that you can 
put that squadron on? 

This is a multiple-purpose field. They have a number of activities 
there. 

Colonel Darpy. Yes, it is a part of the overall fighter defense de- 
ployment. 

Senator Jackson. I am aware it is part of the ADC deployment 
and has a mission in connection with the interception of enemy planes. 
If there is a field a hundred miles away that wouldn’t be out of line. 

Colonel Darsy. I don’t know of any location that we can place 
it more cheaply than we are doing it here. It meets our need and the 
weapon system we plan to put in that area. 

Senator Jackson. If you move it some other place, you may have to 
invest more in the way of administrative facilities, or support, or ex- 
tension of runways. 

General Renrz. Yes, we have theADC facilities such as the alert 
hangars already at Scott. I am fairly familiar with that area, 
Senator Jackson, and I know of no field within 150 miles of there 
that could be used. There is Lambert Air Field, that couldn’t take 
another aircraft, it is terribly congested. I know of no other field 
that could take this. 

Senator Stennis. While we are on this defensive picture, if I ask 
anything that is classified, quickly tell me so. But I think the more 
defensive matters you have, the more you should advertise it to the 
enemy. 

This is near St. Louis? 
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General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. We will have a Nike program there ¢ 

General Renz. I couldn't say about Nike. 

Senator Stennis. Coming out a little farther you will have these 
fighters anyway. What else ‘do you have to protect St. Louis, we'll say? 

General Renvrz. I know of nothing else in the St. Louis area. 

Senator STENNIS. Bomarc? 

Colonel Darsy. Our fighters are not there just to protect St. Louis, 
they are there for the area coverage and they provide lateral and 
mutual support for other locations. 

Senator Srennis. [ understand that. You said a while ago that 
they were put in the city, that is part of the picture. No Bomare 
down that far ¢ 

Colonel Darsy. No, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. What else is there of a defensive nature that cen- 
ters around St. Louis as far as you know? 

Colonel Darsy. So far as the Air Force is concerned, that’s all we 
have. 

Senator STenNis. You are an intelligent officer. As far as any 
other force, Navy or Army or any of the rest of them, what about 
them ? 

Colonel Darpy. I know of none, sir. I ean cheek that with the 
other services and provide you with the information. 

Senator Stennis. I wish you would. I want to get a picture here 
of what the situation is and something about this. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be well, in a 
closed session, to get the existing Continental Air Defense setup and 
the program for the next few years so we can get the whole picture 
as to how these new defense weapons system will fit in. We are 
dealing with parts of it here, and I would like to have that again to 
refresh my memory. 

Senator Srennis. We can’t make any real recommendations on 
these matters until we get the whole picture. 

Senator Jackson. They can supply that. 

General Rentz. Could we give you a briefing? I think we had a 
lot of unanswered questions ‘about Bomare y vesterday, which fits in 
with exactly what Senator Jackson would like to see. We will get 
the operation: al people here this afternoon or any time you say and 
give the entire picture of Bomare and the interceptors. 

Senator STennis. I think we better address a letter to the Depart- 
ment of Defense and tell them that we want to get this picture; put 
the responsibility of proceeding on them and then they can call on 
you gentlemen and round it out that way, because that will give us 
the whole picture. 

General Rentz. CONAD is charged with the defense of the United 
States. ADC is a major portion of CONAD. We could give a 
briefing that would give the entire air defense picture of the Zone of 
Interior. It may preclude some of the questions that we talked about 
vesterday in regard to Bomare. 

Senator Stennis. To bring all the groups in at any time? 

General Rentz. CONAD is an integrated command between Air 
Force, Army, and Navy. 

Senator Jackson. And they operate under the Joint Chiefs. 

General Rentz. That's right. 
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Senator Stennis. We want to get the whole picture. Details are 
important, the individual items are important, of course, but until we 
have a better view of the whole concept we don’t see where it fits in. 

General Rentz. That’s right, sir. We can tell you, Mr. Chairman, 
that this fighter interceptor unit at Scott Air Force Base fits into the 
overall CONAD plan but until you see the overall plan there is some 
doubt in your mind and that is what we would like to present to you. 

Senator STENNIS. We will see you further on that. Let’s go on 
with our pages and try to formulate something on that. 99 Se 

Anything else you want to point out there? That $500,000 is just 
expanding or moving an embankment ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes; plus relocating some buildings. 

Senator Srennis. Do you have anything on this, Senator Case? 

Senator Casr. Not on Scott. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. No questions. 

Senator STENNIS. Next item / 


SHEPPARD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 16th of these locations is Sheppard Air Force 
Base. Wichita Falls, Tex., is located 3 miles south of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for jet indoctrination training, and 
a SAC dispersal mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount. of 
$4442.00, 

Twenty-three items support the SAC dispersal mission assigned to 
the base. Included are additional operational apron and hydrants, 
blast deflectors, communication receiver and transmitter buildings, 
navigational aids, operations buildings, control tower, A/C and para- 
chute shops; demineralized water, ammo and explosive storage, ware- 
house and replacement of civilian airlines operations building (items 
1 through 14, 16 through 25, 26). 

Three items included in the total program are for general technical 
training, base chapel and commissary store (items 15, 24, 25). 

Colonel Ewsank. Next installation is Sheppard Air Force Base, 
3 miles from Wichita Falls, Tex. We are requesting $4,442,000 of 
new authorization plus $9,425,000 of deficiency authorization. 

Senator Case. Is there a change of mission at Sheppard ? 

Colonel Ewnank. There is, yes, sir. You will recall that last year 
we came in with the change of mission for Sheppard when we in- 
cluded the SAC squadron in there as part of the SAC dispersal. 

Senator Cass. Is this one of the bases on which you are spending a 
refueling requirement in order to use that for SAC on this mission ? 

Colonel Ewsank. We have located here a refueling unit that is 
associated with the SAC mission which will be there, Senator Case. 

To answer your question directly, this is not known as a refueling 
base, no, sir. 

Senator Casr. No. 

General Rentz. It is not located in the southern area. Sheppard is 
just outside the Panhandle. 

Senator Casr. But it contemplates the use of tankers, doesn’t it? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Case. I would like to ask some questions but I think they 
should come in executive session. 

Senator Stennis. All right, we will pass that up for executive ses- 
sion, yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. Excuse me, I was giving my attention to something 
else. This new program now, brought i in here in such a large fashion 
is to qualify the base for SAC? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. This is one of the bases we submitted 
last year, Mr. Chairman, for the SAC squadron dispersal. 

Senator Jackson. Why is this under the Air Training Command? 

General Renz. It is an Air Training Command base which is the 
primary user at Sheppard. It is quite a large technical training 
school and they have had populations as high as 40,000. The SAC 
mission will be more or less of a tenant organization. 

Senator Stennis. But you have to build to take care of them? 

General Rentz. We have to build the requirements for their spe- 
cialized mission, yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How much land did you have to get? 

You have already gotten it anyway. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir, it is last year’s program. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Shall we pass on to the next one? 


STEAD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 17th of these locations is Stead Air Force 
Base. Reno, Nev., is located 10 miles southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for survival training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,945,000. 

The three items included in the total program consist of a commis- 
sary store, an officers quarters, and dining hall. 

Colonel Ewrank. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
265, Stead Air Force Base, 10 miles from Reno, Nev. We are request- 
ing $1,945,000 of new authorization at this installation plus $842,000 
of deficiency authorization. 

Senator Stennis. What items are your deficiency authorization ? 

General Rentz. The largest items is for dormitory, airmen. Our 
original estimate was $575,000 but the CWE is $797,000. 

Senator Srennts. What is that due to? 

Mr. McCroup. Just higher construction area. 

Senator Stennis. What is that? 

Mr. McCroowp. It is a very high construction cost area 

Senator Stennis. What percent increase are you asking for? 

General Rentz. $575,000 to $797,000. 

Senator Srennis. You said yesterday there was a 22 percent in- 
crease across the Nation. The Air Academy was authorized. Now 
you say this is a specialized increase here. 

Mr. McCrowp. I can give you the cost index for the area. 

Senator Stennis. You can look at that while we proceed on another 
question. Any other questions on this item ? 

Senator Case. You are still on Sheppard, or Stead ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Stead. 
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Senator Casr. How long are the student officers located at Stead ? 

General Renrz. One training course at Stead is for 17 calendar 
days: 11 days on-base training and 6 days in the field. The other 
training course is for 10 calendar days: 6 days on-base training, and 
4 days in the field. 

Senator Case. I noticed in the justification on the officers’ quarters 
this sentence, “Student officers are presently housed in tent city. This 
tent camp is very costly to maintain and provides a very inadequate 
facility for an Air Force officer. Permanent, party officers, due to non- 
availability of on-base quarters, are being authorized to live off base.’ 

Is there anything wrong in the permanent party officers living off 
base ? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, sir. 

General Renz. It is expensive as far as the Government is con- 
cerned, Senator Case, to pay them the rental to live off base. We 
would certainly rather have all the bachelor officers living on base. 

Senator Case. How much of this will be for permanent party offi- 
cers and how much for student officers ? 

General Rentz. There are 525 student officers there. 

Colonel Ewsank. Normally we figure 15 percent of the permanent 
party officers will be bachelors and will be living on the base. ‘The 
planned permanent party officer strength is 477 officers. 

This still leaves a considerable deficiency in our requirement. 

Senator Cass. W hat i is your total requirement ? 

Colonel Ewsank. 433 bachelor officer spaces. 

Senator Case. How many are students and how many are perma- 
nent party ? 

Colonel Ewsank. We will have to break that down. 

Senator Casr. 15 percent of 433 would be about 65. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. 

Senator Case. You have construction under way scheduled for 98? 

Colonel Ewnank. That’s correct. 

General Rentz. That’s right. 

Senator Casr. So really this proposal for $1,320,000 is to build a 
facility to provide permanent quarters for the student officers who 
are there on a 20-day assignment ? 

Colonel Ewrank. A large part of this is for student officers. 

Senator Jackson. Referring to page 267, how much does it cost to 
maintain the tent city? The statement was made that this tent camp 
is very costly to maintain ? 

Colonel Ewnank. We will have to get it for you. 

Senator Jackson. Will you supply it for the record ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir; we will. 

(The following information was subsequently furnished and is 
printed below :) 

“Tent City” at Stead Air Force Base was comprised of 117 tents set on wooden 
decks and heated by kerosene stoves. Adverse weather conditions, high winds, 
dust storms, and extreme temperatures resulted in replacement of nearly all of 
the encampment every 6 months. Hight months of the year the stoves were op- 
erated at capacity but could not adequately heat the tents. These conditions 
created extreme fire hazards and resulted in the loss during 1 year of 20 tents 
and their contents by fire. The average annual cost of maintenance was esti- 
mated to be $70,000. 

In view of the above, it was proposed to erect quonset huts as a temporary 
replacement of the tents. However, in lieu of quonset huts, which were un- 
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available, 45 Steelcraft (aluminum) hutments were erected in November 1956. 
These buildings were available from stocks held for emergency use. The initial 
value of these aluminum structures was $2,948 each. They are of a prefabri- 
cated nature and may be dismantled and reerected for use in other areas. The 
cost of erection of the forty-five 20- by 48-foot buildings at Stead Air Force Base 
was $32,881 from fiscal year 1957 maintenance ond operation funds. The cost 
for erection, $731 per hut, plus an equal amount for disassembly and $1,000 al- 
lowance for one-third depreciation is deemed a valid expenditure for interim use 
in lieu of constantly replacing tents. Three huts are utilized as latrines, 2 are 
occupied by guards, and 40 house 10 men each. Temporary use of the huts, 
while awaiting programing, and actual construction time of permanent quarters, 
amortize itself in less than a year and a half. 

Senator Case. What is the interim project, erecting quonset type 
quarters to replace the tent city? How much is that costing ? 

General Rentz. We will furnish that at the same time. 

Senator Case. That is underway at the present time. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, that is included in the fiscal year 1957 
operation and maintenance financial plan. 

Senator Casr. If you are replacing the tent city with quonset type 
quarters at the present time and have that funded, would you say that 
a replacement of the quonset type quarters with this structure to cost 
$1,320,000 is comparable, in your judgment, in urgency with the item 
that we considered yesterday for Arnold Engineering Center, which 
had a cost of $1,898,000? 

General Rentz. I would say they were not comparable. We are 
comparing an _ ational type item with an item needed to take care 
of our people. I don’t see how we can compare one against the 
other. If we had an operational base without any housing or per- 
sonnel facilities the base would not be operational. I would hesitate 
to try to say which was the more urgent requirement. 

Senator Casz. Somebody is saying that it is more important to 
spend $1,320,000 to replace quonset type quarters, which are presently 
under construction, then it is to construct the-—— 

General Rentz. Ram-jet test facility, Senator Case. 

Senator Casg. Which we would have been told in the justification, 
if you had presented it, that the lack of that facility would result in 
unsatisfactory development of the weapons system and a probably 
second-rate Air Force. 

Senator Jackson. That isan amazing sentence. 

General Rentz. We must admit that; yes. As stated before, that 
project is tied in with the procurement contract. That item was not 
delted ; it is a deferred item. 

Senator Jackson. If that statement is true, then the Bureau of the 
Budget is advocating a second-rate Air Force. 

You don’t need to answer that but we are all prone, I suppose, de- 
pending on what our particular program is and what we are advo- 

ating, to overstate it. I think it is an unfortunate sentence. 

Senator Case. Even the last sentence beyond that is fairly strong. 

Senator Jackson. “There are no facilities in the United States 
which will satisfy these urgent requirements.” Well the person who 
wrote it up was a strong advocate for the corps. 

Senator STennis. What page are you on there now ? 

Senator Jackson. Page 29. 

Senator Stennis. All right, what is the pleasure of the committee? 
Where are you now ? 
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Senator Jackson. We are over in the tent city. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, we are going to furnish informa- 
tion on the amount of maintenance money required to maintain the 
tent city and the status of the quonset hut program out at Stead. 

Senator Stennis. Whereis Stead? Yes, Nevada. 

General Renz. Ten miles from Reno, Mr. Chairman. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Srennis. What are you asking for instead of tents / 

General Rentz. We are asking for O. Q.’s at Stead. 

Senator Case. What will they be built of! 

Mr. McCrovup. All of that construction is of permanent type; 
that area it would be masonry. 

Senator Casr. They have tents now. Quonsets are under construc- 
tion, and they are asking for money to build masonry housing to 
replace the quonsets. 

Senator Jackson. Are the quonsets portable? You seem to be 
going in three stages. 

General Renz. The quonsets were taken on as an interim measure 
because of the timeliness in getting the O. Q.’s. The quonsets are 
portable and can be moved and used again, 

What is the cost of their erecting and what we would lose if we 
moved the quonsets? We will have to furnish you that. 

Senator Stennis. If there is nothing further, let’s proceed. The 
next item / 

VANCE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 18th of these locations is Vance Air Force Base, 
Enid, Okla., is located 3 miles north northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for basic single-engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount of 
$1,977,000. 

The five items included in the program consist of an extension to 
the base parallel runway and primary runway on an auxiliary field, 
avfuel storage, land-fee purchase, and clearance easements for the new 
runway extension on the main base. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is Vance 
Air Force Base, 3 miles from Enid, Okla. We are requesting $1,- 
977,000 of new authorization at this installation plus $87,000 of de- 
ficiency authorization. 

Senator Stennis. What is that on! Give your deficiency item. 

General Renrz. The main deficiency item is the runway primary 
which we estimated at $774,000, the current wor king estimate $845,- 
000. ‘That is the only deficiency item. 

Senator Srennis. Now you have an auxili: iry runway here, 394,- 
000. That is not as expensive as the others. 

Colonel Ewnank. The unit cost on that is high. This is a small 
extension on the auxiliary of 500 feet. Vance is in the same category 
as Reese. They are going from B-25 multiengine training to jet T-33 
training. Their auxiliary runway of 6,000 feet is too short. This is 
an extension to 6,500. The first item is an extension of the existing 
parallel runway at Vance which extends the length of the runway 
from 6,900 feet to 9,200 feet. It is a 2,300-foot extension. 
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Senator Case. Didn't we give you a 2,500-foot extension last year/ 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes; on the primary runway, sir. 

Senator Case. This extension is to be on which one / 

Colonel Ewsank. This is on the parallel, sir. 

Here is a layout, Senator Case. The blue shows the 1957 extension 
on the primary and here is the parallel. 

Senator Case. Is this to be the same width as the existing one? 

Colonel Eweank. Yes; 150 feet wide. 

Senator Case. How does the cost, or estimate, compare with the es- 
timate last year ? 

General Renvrz. The construction people are ready to talk about 
those costs. 

Colonel Epmonps. I would like to give you a correction on that 
unit cost. The actual unit cost of the runway pavement itself, which 
is 8,333 square yards, is only $10.60. The rest re the cost to make up 
ths at full 932,000 includes the overrun areas for 28,332 square yards at 

$2.75 a yard and the grading of a little over 199,000 square yards at 
30 ¢ ‘ents a yard which m: akes | up the total estimate on that breakdown. 

Senator Casr. The total estimate is $21.25? 

Colonel Ewsank. Colonel Edmonds was talking about the auxiliary 
runway. 

Senator Case. That was $ 

General Rentz. That is an error. 

Senator Casre. That should be changed to $10.60. 

General Rentz. That’s right. 

Senator Case. What is the explanation for the $21.25 on the exten- 
sion of the parallel runway ? 

Colonel Epwonps. I was giving you the figures on the auxiliary 
runway. 

Colonel Ewnank. Give him the figures on the parallel. 

Mr. McCroup. In 1957, the over: all pr ice including the excess or: ad- 
Ing was $21.20. 

Senator Case. How much of that was grading and how much was 
actual paving? 

Mr. McCroup. I can’t break that out here in this book, Senator. I 
can get that for you. 

Colonel Epmonps. We didn’t get a break out of that cost. 

Senator Casr. Suppose you submit it for the record. (See appen- 
dix I, p. 774.) 

General Rentz. We will furnish that. 

Colonel Eweank. Two land items are for the parallel runway exten- 
sion that is in this program. 

Mr. BeLrev. General Rentz, don’t you have a criteria on which you 
normally apply, as a rule of thumb, on pavement costs and accordance 
with defense guidelines that could be made part of the record? J 
realize the changes from each location. (See appendix I, p. 774.) 

General Renrz. Of course we discussed this before. We don’t use 
a national average on these. We get the estimates s right from the 
field because of the difference in costs in various areas. We could fur- 
nish the average cost of all our pavement in this program, light or 
heavy. 

Senator Srennis. There are different classes for aprons and for your 
SAC runways and for these T-33 runways, if they don’t go on up to 
SAC. That would give us a better understanding. It is well to have 
it for the individual. I like that idea. 
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Could you get us up a general estimate on that / 

General Renrz. Well— 

Senator STENNIS. Inste: ad of giving the average, say, the minimum 
to the maximum 1s so much. 

General Renz. Give the span; yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Are these runways capable of taking the B-52? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. These are light duty pavement. 

Senator Jackson. If you are going to have a dispersal program, 
why shouldn’t you include these facilities as a possibility? After all 
you are not going to worry too much about the Training Command 
if we are in an allout war and you have to disperse instead of later com- 
ing around and asking for a lot of additional fields. This is a real 
question because they will be confronted with this problem and why 
omidn’? you provide that these runways will be capable of receiving 
the SAC mission ? 

General Renz. Senator Jackson, we would like to have all our 
bases capable of taking B-52 aircraft, especially since we have em- 
barked upon the dispersal program, but the cost ‘would be prohibitive 
if we tried to have all our training runways 300 feet wide and 240,000 
pounds stress. 

Senator Jackson. What you are saying is your cost is prohibitive 
at the present time, yes, but I think if you | look ahead 3 or 4 years, this 
will cost more. 

General Rentz. It may, but with the number of B-47 bases or bases 
we have that can be used for the B—52 aircraft and the number of B—52 
fields we have we will not be forced into spending any more money 
on these training fields unless we disperse a B—52 permanently there. 

Senator Jackson. Yes, but you have a SAC dispersal program 
which you cut back substanti: ally, the Bureau of the Budget cut back 
substantially, this year. You are going to have to obtain a else- 
where for that progr: im, and that is going to be very costly. I don’t 
see why these fields can’t be used, I think it will be less expensive. At 
least I would like to have a detailed explanation, if you are not pre- 
pared now, and can get that a little later, but as we get into SAC, 
it doesn’t make too much sense to me. 

Senator Srennis. You mean while you are building these exten- 
sions end all, build to take care of the B—52? 

Senator Jackson. Yes, because they are coming in with this dis- 
persal program of SAC. It isa substantial program and it will mean 
that we will either have to take some new field, extend runways, or 
build new fields. We are going to pay through the nose one way or 
the other. I think this procedure is more expensive. At least I 
would like to find out just what the long-range program is for SAC. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. And how it would tie in with this program. Be- 
cause all we are doing is postponing the day of judgment here and we 
are trying to tie it in with the current budget ceiling. This meets the 
ceiling that is placed on you, but I’m not so sure that it fits in with 
the picture 3 or 4 years ahead. 

Senator Srennis. B-36’s are lighter than the B-52’s, aren’t they ? 

General Rentz. In weight; yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Then what about the 110 if it comes in? The 
B-36’s—well, I don’t think I should discuss it in open session. 
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Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, will SAC be represented when we 
have the hearing on the SAC requests ? 

Senator Srennis. Of course. You will have someone here. You 
are almost to it now. 

General Rentz. We will not have someone from SAC headquarters 
here. We will have the operations people with their SAC monitors 
from Headquarters, United States Air Force. 

Senator Stennis. We are almost down to it now. 

Senator Case. If we are going to discuss dispersal policy and SAC 
requirements, it seems to me that we should have representation here 
from SAC headquarters. 

Senator Jackson. In other words, if they are going to need more 
bases, and if we are starting to extend a runway, or build a new field, 
or beef up a runway, why not do it, the complete job? I just question 
this procedure because I think we are going to find ourselves with a 
lot of fields but a limited number capable to the SAC dispersal mis- 
sion. 

Senator Stennis. That is a good point. 

After we get through with these items, let’s have a special briefing 
on that, whether or not we will recommend an overall application. 

All right, shall we proceed with the next item now? We are on 269, 
I believe. Vance Air Force Base. 

Colonel Ewspank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Anything more you want to say about that? 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 275, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

VINCENT AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 19th of these locations is Vincent Air Force 
Base. Yuma, Ariz., is located 4.5 miles north-northwest of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for jet training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $13,156,000. 

Twenty-four items are included to support the training mission of 
this base. These will provide a new parallel runway, strengthen the 
apron, taxiway, navigational aids, training buildings, aircraft and 
parachute shops, cold storage, 50-bed hospital, dental clinic, squadron 
and wing headquarters officers’ quarters and open mess, sanitary treat- 
ment and disposal plant, land for fee purchase and easements clear- 
ance to provide for items in the program. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 275, Vincent 
Air Force Base, 414% miles from Yuma, Ariz. We are requesting $13,- 
156,000 of new authorization for this installation, plus $569,000 of 
deficiency authorization on Public Law 161, 84th Congress. The mis- 
sion at Vincent in this year’s program has changed from the past, Mr. 
Chairman. At present the mission has been an Air Defense Command 
gunnery training mission. The Air Defense Command would send 
their squadrons to Yuma, Ariz., where they would go through a gun- 
nery training period of 1 month. Now the mission has been changed 
to a training command, advanced flying training school, for inter- 
ceptor training. This mission is much larger in size than the Air 
Defense Command mission. It requires a considerably larger runway 
and such things as navigational aids they haven’t had in the past. 
Also considerably more maintenance requirements. 
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The aircraft in the past came from Air Defense Command Sta- 
tions and remain there approximately 1 month; therefore, they 
didn’t require the heavy field maintenance that the Training Com- 
mand aircraft require that are there permanently. 

Senator Jackson. Is this field named for Gen. Casey Vincent? 

Colonel Ewspank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. I want to say I had the privilege of knowing 
General Vincent over a period of many years. He was made a 
brigadier general at the age of 27, as I recall. He was the second or 
third youngest general ever to be nominated to that position in the 
history of our country and he was the commanding officer of one of 
the first air defense units to be organized after World War II in my 
State. It later became a part of the 25th Air Division and he was 
a wonderful officer and his sudden passing was really a tragedy. 

He died of a heart attack at the age of 41, I believe. 

Senator Casr. Colonel Ewbank ¢ 

Senator STENNiIs. The State of Washington and the Nation bene- 
fited from the career of this fine officer. 

Senator Case. Why do we establish a new training base at this 
time? Is the Air Force increasing in personnel? -Is its training 
facility requirement increasing ? 

Colonel Ewnank. I would like to say this, Senator, we have been 
deficient in our advanced flying training output for some time. The 
output of our basic flying schools, that graduate the aviation cadet 
as a trained pilot in a T-33, has been greater than our advanced 
flying schools could absorb. Vincent Air Force Base will take. care 
of that deficiency. That's the reason the mission has changed during 
this time period. 

General Renz. Colonel Darby, the question was asked about why 
we would go into a base and build it up like we have Vincent at this 
time period. What is the requirement now that we did not have in 
training before? What justified the expenditure on Vincent? 

Colonel Darsy. In the progression of training, we start out with 
primary training from that time for the cadet before he has had any 
flying at all, he goes to this primary training school. Then he goes 
to a basic single-engine school ; then to a combat crew training school 
where he finishes in the latest equipment. It is at that stage of the 
game that his abilities reach the point to handle modern aircraft. 
For some time our training rate in the Air Force has been such that 
we could not properly give the final touch to the training in the 
combat. crew training area. We have a deficiency I believe of about 
400 students that we are not able to accomplish that with. Vincent 
will balance out the spread between the basic single-engine school 
and the combat-crew training and that is the reason we need it. 

Senator Casr. Mr. Chairman, last year in the military construc- 
tion bill, the Congress authorized three dispersal base developments 
which the Senate proposed to fund but which the House did not con- 
sider. Out of the conference on that, the Appropriations Committee 
issued a directive to the Secretary of the Air Force and requested 
him to make a study as to whether the three, or any one of the three 
developments were required. The Secretary of the Air Force under 
date of January 31, 1957, the date of the time limit set by the directive 
of the Appropriations Committee, responded to-that. In his letter he 
said that a study of the requirements of the Air Force had been made. 
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He recited the different commands, Continental, Defense, and 
Training, and said that with respect to all of them there was no re- 
quirement. However, there was a requirement for additional SAC 
bases. And then proceeded to evaluate the three authorizations in the 
light of the need for SAC bases. But the letter contained the spe- 
cific statement that a canvass of the Air Training Command did not 
show a need for additional development. 

General Renrz. For additional bases, Senator. 

Senator Case. For an additional base? 

General Rentz. This is not an additional base in the Air Force 
inventory. This has been an operating base by Air Defense Com- 
mand and since we have moved the weapons-employment center from 
Yuma to McDill it made Yuma available for the Air Training Com- 
mand to do this type of training. 

I do not consider this a new base in the inventory. It was merely a 
switch in the missions between ADC and Air Training Command. — 

Senator Srennts. All right, anything special on these particular 
items under this base, new concept of it ? 

What about this sewage treatment? Five hundred thousand dol- 
lars just for the extra usage you are going to put? How many extra 
people are you going to have here ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. Mr. Chairman, this is required partially for the 
312 Capehart housing units that were approved by the office of the 
Seeretary of Defense last January. The old plant provides only the 
primary treatment to sewage and is not capable of handling this in- 
ereased load. This new plant we are proposing will give both pri- 
mary and secondary treatment to the sewage and will be capable of 
taking care of the new facilities in the program, including the 50-bed 
hospital that you see on page 276. 

Senator Stennis. That hospital costs $2 million just for a 50-bed 
hospital ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Does that include equipment ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. That includes the clinical rooms and operating 
room. 

Senator Stennis. The equipment ¢ 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes; a complete hospital. 

Senator Jackson. $40,000 a room ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. The large cost is in the clinical portion 
of the hospital such as the operating rooms; you might say the 
technical aspects of the hospital. 

Senator Stennis. What is the size of the hospital which we saw 
in Kessler Field ? 

Colonel Ewsank. 350 beds. 

Senator Jackson. How much did that cost? 

Senator Stennis. About $614 million. 

General Rentz. $714 million. 

Senator Jackson. But that wouldn’t be in proportion. Kessler 
has 7 times the room, in proportion it would be $14 million. 

Colonel Ewsank. The big cost is not rooms; the rooms are just 
dormitory type space. The cost is in the operating rooms and the 
laboratories. 

Senator Jackson. Your point is that you need the same general 
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supporting facilities for a 50-bed maybe as you need for a two- or 
three-hundred-bed facility ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. For probably a hundred beds. 

General Rentz. It doesn’t go up proportionately with the number 
of beds. 

Senator Jackson. That seems exorbitant to me. $40,000 a room 
for a 50-bed hospital. Will you check that? That doesn’t add up. 

Senator Stennis. The people who are paying taxes have to put 
up with a great deal less than that. 

Senator Jackson. That item ought to be checked again. 
- Colonel Ewsank. We will be glad to furnish for the record a break- 
out and the current working estimate. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

General Rentz. We will give you a detailed breakdown on the 
hospital. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

(The following information was subsequently furnished and 
printed below :) 


50-Biep HospiranL, Vincent Arr Force BAske, Yuma, Ariz. 

1. Why the high cost—$40,000 per bed? 

The cost of approximately $40,000 per bed compares favorably with cost of 
already constructed 50-bed’ hospitals. This bed size hospital design contains 
chassis which provides medical services, i. e., clinic, X-ray, laboratories, flight 
surgeon, kitchen-dining, administrative and medical storage for 50 additional 
beds or the ultimate of 100/100 bed hospital. ‘The cost of approximately $40,000 
is based on the fact that 1,036 square feet per bed, is provided in the first inere- 
ment—(50/100-bed chassis). If the hospital is expanded to 100 beds, the average 
area per bed is reduced to 628 square feet. 

2. Compare cost with those of 50-bed hospitals at other Air Force bases. 

Reported costs per bed on other Air Force hospitals are as follows: Mountain 
Home Idaho, $43,574.20 ; Larson, Wash., $41,850.56. These costs per bed in all in- 


stances mentioned herein include the cost of outside utility supports, con- 
tingencies and Government costs. 

3. Show what it would cost if a 50-bed hospital is expanded to 100 beds. 

The cost for 50-bed expansion is estimated to be approximately $363,000. 
Thus the ultimate cost of hospital and cost per bed, based on a 100/100 bed 
chassis can be estimated as follows: 50/100, $1.956,000 or $39,120 per bed; 50 
bed addition $363,000 or $7,260 per bed; 100/100, $2,319,000 or $23,190 per bed. 
(This low cost represents only cost of space for beds since the basie support 
items are included in the first increment. ) 


Senator Stennis. Allright. Any further questions, gentlemen ? 
Very good ; pass on to your next one. 


WEBB AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 20th of these locations is Webb Air Force 
Base. Big Spring, Tex., is located 2 miles northeast of the base. 

lhe planned use of this base is for basic single engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$4,118,000. 

EK ight items are included in support of the ADC fighter-interceptor 
mission, These will provide ILS system, alert hangar, readiness 
crew building, flight similator, or ganizational hangar, rocket t assembly, 
ADC ammo storage and sec urity fence (items 1 “through 7 7 and 10). 
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The two projects included in this program for base support consist 
of a service club and an exchange store (items 8, 9). 

Colonel Ewsanx. Webb Air Force Base at Big Spring, Tex., is on 
page 302. We are requesting $4,118,000 of new authorization for this 
installation. 

No deficiency authorization is required. The items at this base 
ave in support of the Air Defense Command, fighter-interceptor 
squadron redeployment to Big Spring, which is an additional mission, 
The primary items are an alert hangar, readiness crew building, 
maintenance hangar and classified ammo storage area. There are 
two items that are not in direct support of the fighter-interceptor re- 
deployment. They are, on page 303 the service club addition and a 
post exchange store addition. The base does have an increase in 
strength as a result of this new mission and these activities are 
presently located in relatively small buildings. 

Senator Casr. This is a fighter base at the present time, isn’t it? 

Colonel Ewsank. It is a Training Command basic single engine 
training school using jet T-33 aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. What is your extra hangar for? 

Colonel Ewranx. The maintenance hangar is for the fighter-in- 
terceptor squadron. 

Senator Jackson. That is not in being yet, is it? 

Colonel Ewxsank. No, sir; that is not in being. 

Senator Casr. Did you say the basic purpose of this is a training 
base ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. That is where you are going to start training 
your F-106 people? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Or this basic jet training ? 

Jolonel Ewsank. This is basic jet training and in addition to 
that Training Command mission we have a fighter-interceptor Air 
Defense Command mission being deployed into this installation. 

Senator Srennis. You called it basic training; that follows the gen- 
eral primary training? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. Primary training starts the students 
out in the basic conventional type aircraft, T-—6’s. 

Senator Jackson. Straight basic training ? 

Yolonel Ewsank. That’s right. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further? 

Next item. 

WILLIAMS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 21st of these locations is Williams Air Force 
Base. Chandler, Ariz., is located 9 miles west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for advance flying school. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$865,000. 

The four items for base support included in the total program con- 
sist of aircraft engine inspection and repair, chapel, land fee purchase, 
and restrictive easement for base explosive storage. 
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Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 314, Mr. Chair- 
man, Williams Air Force Base, located 9 miles from Chandler, Ariz., 
which is near Phoenix, Ariz. We are requesting $865,000 of new 
authorization at this installation plus $341,000 of deficiency authoriza- 
tion in Public Law 161, 84th Congress. This is also an advanced 
flying school for fighters. They will have the Century series type 
fighters. The two primary items here are engine inspection repair 
shop and a base chapel. 

enator Case. In what respect will this advance flying school be 
different from the advance flying mission assigned to the proposed 
new base at Yuma, at Vincent? 

Colonel Ewsank. They are similar except there will be different 
type aircraft at Yuma from the aircraft at Williams. Yuma will be 
training principally an Air Defense Command type interceptor 
fighters and at Williams we have the day fighter or the tactical fighter- 
bomber type training. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further? 

Next.item. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That completes Training Command, Mr. Chair- 
man, with the exception of Amarillo in case you desire to go back to 
that. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Senator Jackson, excuse us a minute. 
Do you want to pass up Amarillo? 

Senator Jackson. Yes, I have a lot of questions about that and 
some other things, (See p. 689.) 

Senator Srennis. All right, gentlemen. What do you propose we 
take up next? ; 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


General Rentz. The Military Air Transport Service, Mr. Chair- 
man, starts on page 333. The mission of this command is (1) to pro- 
vide airlift required in support of approved joint war plans, (2) 
scheduled airlift for the Department of Defense within the con- 
tinental United States, between the continental United States and 
overseas areas, and between and within overseas areas as directed by 
higher authority; (3) worldwide air transport, air weather, airways, 
and air communications, and air rescue service systems; (4) flight 
service within the Zone of Interior; (5) organization and training of 
air resupply and communications services; (6) supervision and con- 
trol and maintenance of primary facilities required for performing 
its assigned mission; (7) theater jurisdiction in overseas areas where 
MATS units are stationed but which are outside the jurisdiction of 
any theater commander. This program contains a request for 
$6,440,000 for Military Air Transport Service and provides facilities 
at five locations. 

Included within the Military Air Transport Service total program 
there are facilities for air defense fighter-interceptor missions at three 
bases, costing $3,775,000. The remainder of the program is composed 
of items to satisfy the basic MATS mission requirement. 


AERONAUTICAL CHART AND INFORMATION CENTER 


The first of these locations is the Aeronautical Chart and Informa- 
tion Center located in St. Louis, Mo. 


















276 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 





The planned use of this center is for providing aeronautical chart 
service and film library. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the item included in this program in the total amount of 
$620,000. The item in the program consists of the proviston of air 
conditioning of the sixth floor of building No. 36 and new central 
heating plant. 

Colonel Ewnank. The first installation, Mr. Chairman, on page 333, 
is the Aeronautical Chart and Information Center, St. Louis, Mo. 
This installation is located in St. Louis. We are requesting $620,000 
primarily for air conditioning and heating. 

This particular service provides the aerial chart maps that are 
required for navigation purposes, as well as the processing and main- 
taining of Air Force photogr aphic requirements. 

Senator Case. Mr. C hairman, I note that the increase in the author- 
ization from the original indicates that $560,000 is requested for a 
new heating ye ant. The justification indicates that it is to supply 
heating, which was formerly obtained from the National Lead Co. 
and to install certain steam heating units. I would ask whether 
buildings 1, 2, 3, and 4, that are to be heated, are owned by the 
Government ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir; they are. We acquired them from the 
Army, who had been getting heat from the same source that we had. 

The National Lead Co. advised that they are going to expand their 
plant and cannot be in the public utilities business; therefore, they 
must discontinue furnishing us this steam. 

Senator Case. I wanted the records to show that the buildings were 
owned by the Government. 

Senator Srennis. Anything further on this St. Louis installation ? 
Next item. 


ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE 











General Rentz. The second of these locations is Andrews Air 
Force Base. Camp Spring, Md., is located 1 mile west of the base. 
The planned use of this base is for operational and training units. 
The committee has been provided with detailed infor mation with 
respect to the item in this program in the total amount of $920,000 
for a globecom relay station addition. 

Colonel Ewpanx. For Andrews Air Force Base, on page 330, we are 
requesting $920,000 of new authorization consisting of 1 item. The 
main terminal for our global communications system worldwide, 
coming into the seat of the Government is at Andrews. This is an 
addition to the present center. 

Senator Srennis. What happened on all this red pencil here? 

General Rentz. That was done by the reviewing agencies. The 
request for Andrews, that were deferred, was our sec ond increment 
of facilities to get the CRT flying out of Bolling. We had some items 
in 1957, Mr. C hairman, if you remember. It was felt by the review- 
ing agency that this could be deferred another year and delay the 
movement of the CRT from Bolling to Andrews another year. 

Senator Srennis. What is that? 

General Rentz. Proficiency flying of the pilots in the Washington 
area, 
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Senator Stennis. I am on a subcommittee of the Appropriations 
Committee that has been wrestling with this problem of an additional 
airport for Washington. Even if we remove MATS from Bolling and 
Anacostia all out of that area, and even if we use for instance Friend- 
ship at Baltimore, the undisputed proof was that within a few more 
years we would have to have an additional airport anyway. So it 
is just necessary that we have one. But we were told as a part of 
that program that Bolling was going to be vacated and now you say 
Bolling is not to be vacated. It has been postponed for a year. I 
know you are not responsible for that but the picture changes and 
one decision affects another one. You postponed for a year vacating 
Bolling? 

General Rentz. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. When was that decision reached ? 

General Rentz. About 30 days ago, Mr. Chairman, after our books 
had been published. That delays for a year the Air Force submit- 
ting it to this committee. It will delay further the move of the 
CRT from Bolling because we planned on doing it in three incre- 
ments. 

We had 1 increment last year, we wanted 1 increment this year, and 
the final increment in the 1959 program. 

Senator Stennis. Someone representing the Department of De- 
fense is bound to testify before that committee that they were going 
to do it. 

I don’t know who it was now. I know it was part of the record 
over there. 

Any other questions on this item ¢ 


CHARLESTON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The third of these locations is Charleston Air 
Force Base. Charleston, S. C., is located 5 miles southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of MATS air 
transport aircraft and ADC fighter-interceptor aircraft. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,216,000. 

Four items are included to support the ADC fighter-interceptor air- 
craft. These will provide for ADC ammunition assembly and storage 
facilities and electrification for ground-support equipment in support 
of fighter-interceptor aircraft (items 1, 2, 3, 4). 

Colonel Ewnank. The next installation is on page 357, Charleston 
Air Force Base. 

We are requesting $2,216,000 of new authorization and no deficiency 
authorization is required. 

The primary items are for the ADC fighter-interceptor unit located 
as a tenant on this installation. 

They are principally for classified ammunition storage and the elec- 
trical distribution outlet for the ramp and the hangers for the Century- 
type aircraft programed for this base. 

Mr. BeLiev. Principal items of $1,800,000 are the same as prior 
authorizations on air-to-air missiles. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Any other questions? 

Next item. 
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DOVER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The fourth of these locations is Dover Air Force 
Base. Dover, Del., is located 4 thiles northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units for MATS 
air transport aircraft and ADC fighter-interceptor aircraft. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,089,000. 

Three items are included to support the ADC fighter- -interceptors 
and will provide ready aircraft shelters and electrification for ground- 
support equipment in support of fighter-interceptor aircraft (items 
1, 4, 5). 

The remaining item is an airmen’s dining hall (item 2). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Dover Air Force Base, 
4 miles from Dover, Del. We are requesting $2,089,000 of new author- 
zaton for this installation. No deficiency authorization is required. 
Here again the principal items are for the fighter-interceptor squadron 
located as a tenant unit on Dover Air Force Base. The principal item 
is ready aircraft shelters. 

Senator Caspr. Is there any change of mission here? 

Colonel Ewpank. No, there is no change of mission at Dover. 

Senator Casz. What have you been doing for shelters up to this 
time ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The aircraft have been sitting out in the open, 
Senator Case. I don’t believe—do they have any century series over 
there at this time? 

Colonel Darsy. No, sir. That comes in early 1959. 

Mr. BeLiev. Didn’t you change the type of aircraft ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, changing the type of aircraft. 

Colonel Darsy. They have F-94’s there now and the second quar- 
ter of fiscal year 1958 we will start receiving our Century Series. 

Senator Case. Will the F-104s have a different requirement for 
maintenance of efficiency than prior planes? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, they will, because there is a great deal 
more electronic type gear in the Century Series than there was in the 
F-94 and F-86 type aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. All right, anything further? What is your 
next item ? 

M’GUIRE ATR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The fifth of these locations is McGuire Air Force 
Base. Wrightstown, N. J., is located 1 mile northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units for MATS air 
transport aircraft, ADC fighter-interceptor aircraft, ANG fighter- 
interceptor aircraft and Navy air transport aircraft. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$595,000. ‘The items included in the total program consist of an air- 
craft maintenance shop, electrical power outlets in the field mainte- 
nance hangar for support of jet alroneft, and land acquisition for 
runway approach zone easements (items 1, 2, and 3 

Colonel Ewsanx. The next installation is on page 368, McGuire 
Air Force Base. We are asking $595,000 of new authorization for 
this. No deficiency authorization is required. The principal items 
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here are for an aircraft field maintenance shop and a land-clearance 
easement. 

Senator Stennis. You have a Bomare squadron marked here on 
page 369. 

General Rentz. Yes, that was the site mentioned yesterday. 

Mr. Ferry. Senator Stennis, I apologize for being late in coming 
here. I was at another hearing in the Senate Building. I felt yes- 
terday that our ee of this Bomarc question was far from 
satisfactory and I think it would be advisable if it meets with the will 
of the committee that we have a more adequate and extensive briefing 
of the Bomarc so that you might explore further into the subject and 
we might be able to give more responsive answers to some of your 
questions that were posed yesterday. 

I would be most happy to arrange it if the chairman would permit 
it. 

Senator Stennis. We are going to take up several matters. We 
wili take up several matters including that one. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

We are getting the feel of this thing now and we know more about 
what presentations we might wish. 

What is your next item ? 

General Rentz. We go to volume ITI. 

Senator Stennis. We would like to have a little conference in exec- 
utive session. We will come back at 2:30. Does that suit you? 

General Renrz. Yes. 

Senator Srennts. 2: 30 then. 

(Whereupon, at 11:55 a. m., the hearing recessed to reconvene at 
2:30 p. m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Present: Senators Stennis (presiding), Jackson, and Case. 

Senator Srennis. All right, General Rentz. You have a general 
statement. 

General Rentz. Yes. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


General Rentz. The 10th Zone of Interior major command to be 
reviewed is the Strategic Air Command. The mission of this com- 
mand is to organize, train, equip, administer and prepare a force 
capable of conducting strategic air operations in accordance with 
directives and policies issued by Headquarters USAF. This pro- 
gram contains a request for $167,056,000 for the Strategic Air Com- 
mand and provides facilities at 41 locations. 

oe a in the Strategic Air Command program is an amount of 
$64,561,000 to provide facilities required at 4 new dispersal bases and 
additional facilities nec essary at 5 dispersal bases included in prior 
programs. An amount of $18,443,000 is requested to provide addi- 
tional facilities at 10 heavy bomber home bases. These additional 
home base requirements are necessitated primerily by conversion 
from B-36 to B-52 aircraft. An amount of $21,207,000 is included 
for facilities necessary to accommodate redeployment of medium 
bombers at two bases. 
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An amount of $8,096,000 is requested to provide required facilities 
for Air Defense missions at 10 Strategic Air Command bases. An 
amount of $16,688,000 is included to accommodate redeployment of 
Air Defense fighter-interceptor missions at 4 bases. The remainder 
of the Strategic Air Command program, amounting to $39,148,000 
will provide for items required to support the basic mission through- 
out the entire command. 


ALTUS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The first base we come to in SAC is Altus Air 
Force Base. Altus, Okla., is approximately 2 miles west-southwest 
of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber home base. 
The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $848,000. 

This program contains an item for blast deflectors and an item 
for one large maintenance aircraft dock (items 1 and 2). 

The remainder of the items in the program provide base support 
and consist of a parachute and dinghy shop, and a chapel eduction 
wing (items 3 and 4). 

Colonel Ewsank. That is on page 12 in the third volume. We are 
asking $848,000 of new authorization for this installation. No de- 
ficiency authorization is required. This is 1 of the 11 heavy bomber 
bases. 

Senator Stennis. Just explain the first one. How many of these 
deflector, blasts will you have now ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We will have an item similar to this at every 
one of our heavy bases in this year’s program with the exception of 
Castle. We provided Castle with blast deflectors with 1957 money. 

Senator Stennis. I will call on my expert here. What do you think 
of that? Issomething new to you? It is new to me. 

Senator Jackson. I don’t know a thing about it. 

Colonel Ewsank. Blast deflectors are used behind the aircraft in 
order to cut down the blast effect from the B-52 and KC-35 type 
engines. The blast up to 700 feet is extremely severe. 

We made a study at Castle on this, a scientific-type study, and 
found that the wind at 400 feet will reach up to 60 knots from the 
blast. When there is a taxiway behind the ramp, say 300 feet away, 
it can even up-end a lighter-type plane. The wind velocity tends to 
erode the soil away from the pavement, causing serious dust con- 
ditions. 

Senator Jackson. How long can the Russians continue to operate 
from dirt fields? 

Colonel Ewranx. I don’t know how they can operate an airplane 
like a B-52 from a dirt field. 

Senator Srennis. Do they operate their large bombers from dirt 
fields? 

Senator Jackson. The number of fields that I have seen in Russia 
that are nonconcrete is amazing. 

General Rentz. mee you “talking mostly about fighter strips? 

Senator Jackson. I didn’t see any ‘heavy bombers on them. 

did see fighters. Even your maintenance problems with jets 
would be even terrific. 
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They are highly deceptive though. I don’t know how you will 
ick them out from the air. 
Colonel Ewsank. That is a picture of the Boeing-type design. 
The Air Force has a design very similar of their own in an effort 
to cut corners and reduce prices wherever possible. 
Senator Stennis. Is this movable ? 
Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir; it is anchored in concrete blocks into 
the ground, but it can be taken up and moved. 
Senator Jackson. How many do you have? Do you have them 
lined up / 
General Rentz. Here is a typical layout. We have a single blast 
fence per aircraft. 
Senator Srennts. Is that moving around now in the primary take- 
off ? 
General Rentz. That is anchored into the apron. 
Senator Srennis. Wouldn’t you use this for the principal takeoff? 
General Rentz. No; just for parking and when they leave the 
ramp they have to use full power. It is just used on the ramp and 
apron, it is not used for takeoff. 
(Discussion off the record.) 
yeneral Rentz. It sterilizes a lot of ramp, within 600 feet. 
Senator Srennis. Anything else in that one you want to call at- 
tention to? 
Next ? 
BARKSDALE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renz. The second base is Barksdale Air Force Base. 
Bossier City, La., is located approximately 314 miles northwest of the 
base. 

The headquarters for the Strategic Air Command’s Second Air 
Force is located at this base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC dispersal base, SAC 
strategic reconnaissance mission, SAC strategic support mission, and 
CONAC reserve fighter-bomber training mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,344,000. 

Six items are included to support the SAC dispersal aircraft. 
These items provide for the widening of part of the existing run- 
way, blast pavement, blast deflectors, three large aircraft docks, stor- 
age for demineralized water, and airmen messing—items 1, 2, 3, 4, 
5, and 6. 

The other item provides for a chapel—item 9. 

Colonel Ewranx. The next installation is Barksdale Air Force 
Base, Shreveport, La. It is on page 17. We are requesting $3,344,- 
000 in new authorization at this installation. No additional authori- 
zation is required. The primary item is for the widening of a run- 
way extension to 300 feet. The mission at Barksdale in this year’s 
program has changed. It does include a heavy-bomb squadron. The 
runway extension in a prior program was 200 feet wide. This item 
is to widen them to 300 feet to suit the B-52. 

The next items are provision of three maintenance docks to take 
care of the B—-52’s, a dining hall, and a chapel. 

Senator Stennis. What do you use for the dining hall now? 
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Colonel Ewsanx. We require at Barksdale 4,950 spaces for eating 
purposes for airmen. We now have only 2,480 dining-hall spaces on 
this large base. 

As a result they are forced to eat in 3, sometimes even 4, shifts. 

Senator, I might mention one other item here. On page 17—— 

Senator Stennis. Let me mention something before you leave 
17. I see where you are going to have only 10 more officers there, 
after you get this installation, than you have now. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; because we are reducing the present mis- 
sion of Barksdale. It does not mean that we are putting the 52’s 
in there with only 10 additional officers. There is a net gain of 10. 
But the present mission is being reduced. 

Senator Stennis. What are you taking out of there? 

General Rentz. One medium wing comes out of Barksdale. 

Senator Srennis. One medium wing of what? SAC? 

General Rentz. B-47’s; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You are going to have almost the same number 
of men, still you have to have this extra half million dollar dining 
hall ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. This is a pure deficiency that we have been faced 
with for some time now. As I stated, today they are forced to eat 
in 2,8, and 4 shifts, 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Any questions? 

Colonel Ewranx. I'd like to bring up one other item that will be 
a repetitive item throughout this program. The last item on page 
17, storage base demineralization water. This is used in the B-52 
and the KC-135’s for takeoffs with heavy loads. This demineralized 
water is an augmentation to power. We require a storage tank of 
25,000 gallons capacity at each one of these bases. 

Senator Jackson. What is it used for? 

Colonel Ewrank. It is used during takeoff for the B-52’s and 
KC-135’s. It gives increased power augmentation on takeoff. 

Senator Jackson. How? 

Colonel Ewsanx. It is injected into the fuel, at the same time the 
fuel goes into the engine. 

Senator Srennis. All right; anything else? 

Next item ? 

BEALE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The third base to be considered is Beale Air Force 
Base. Marysville, Calif. is located approximately 9 miles west of 
the base. The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $9,680,000. 

Twenty-three items are included to support the dispersal aircraft. 
These items will provide additional parking apron, blast deflectors, 
fueling facilities, navigational aids, telephone. communication sup- 
port facilities, fire station, squadron and base operations buildings, 
four large aircraft docks, a parachute and dinghy shop, storage for 
demineralized water, conventional and special storage of weapons 
and an access road (items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, and 24). 
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One item in the program is a 30/50 bed hospital to provide a com- 
plete medical and dental treatment facility (item 23). 

Colonel Ewranx. The next installation is Beale Air Force Base at 
Marysville, Calif. We are requesting $9,680,000 of new authoriza- 
tion at this installation plus $2,598,000 of deficiency authorization. 

Senator STennis. What is the $2.9 for? 

General Rentz. Will you read off the increase of CWE that caused 
the deficiency authorization ? 

Mr. McCroup. The principal increases are in the runway which 
went up from $9,062,000 to $10,847,000 and we still have two items 
which are not under contract yet. The other increases are very 
small. ‘The utilities went up from $700,000 -to $1,671,000. All items 
are under contract there, except the control tower and the remainder 
of the utilities. 

General Rentz. Which we intend to fund, Mr. Chairman, in the 
1958 program. a aoe 

Colonel Ewnanx. This is the second increment in providing facili- 
ties at Beale for the SAC unit. 

The main items are the parking apron for the aircraft, blast de- 
flectors, fueling hydrants, all of the navaids that are required, oper- 
ation squadron buildings and maintenance stocks. 

Another large item on page 31 is a 30-bed hospital. 

Senator Srennis. -You mentioned something on page 31. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, I mentioned the hospital there, which is a 
sizable item. 

Senator STENNIS. See how much that is per bed. 

Colonel Epmonps. On a bed price cost, that is $74,000 a bed. I’m 
sure that you realize that a per bed cost is not a good way to judge 
the cost of a hospital. 

Senator Stennis. That is the way you judge how many people 
you are going to take care of, isn’t it? Per bed; isn’t that the rule? 

Colonel EpMonps. But you start out with varying situations, what 
we call basic chassis for a hospital. The same basic chassis which 
includes your operating rooms, your X-ray rooms, your laboratory 
rooms, your reception rooms, are the same for a 30-bed as they are 
for a 50 and 75. All you do to add the extra rooms is build a ward 
on it. When you get up to the next size basic hospital you change 
the size of the chassis, and then your cost per bed will vary. 

Senator Srennis. How many beds in this one? 

Colonel Epmonps. This is a 30-bed hospital on a 50-bed chassis. 

General Renz. It means you can go to 50 beds without any addi- 
tion. 

Colonel EpMonps. You can add 20 beds to this hospital with a very 
nominal cost. 

Senator Srennis. How much would the cost be per bed, if it were a 
50-bed ¢ 

Colonel Epmonps. This other one we had in the program this 
morning that we discussed this morning was around $40,000 per bed. 

Senator Stennis. How many would this be at 50 beds ? 

Mr. Gispens. It would be slightly over $40,000 a bed. 

Senator Stennis. How do you explain that as against the one at 
Keesler Air Force Base that is not yet completed. That shows how 
recently it was built and that ran about $20,000. 
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General Renrz. Yes, sir. It is just like Colonel Edmonds ex- 
plained that the basic costs are going to be in a hospital whether it 
is 50 beds or 100 beds. It may go up slightly but the cost doesn’t go 
up proportionately when you go to a larger hospital. The facility 
at Keesler that we were in for a smaller hospital would very prob- 
ably have the same size operating room, outpatient clinic, and things 
of that nature that doesn’t vary with the amount of beds you have 
in them. 

Colonel Epmonps. In that connection, Mr. Chairman, that hospital 
at Keesler is a 350-bed hospital, so you spread the cost of your basic 
operating rooms and X-ray laboratories and that sort of item over 
the overall extra many beds. 

Senator Stennis. You stated that twice and the General stated it 
once. I understood it the first time. 

That. is mighty large money. 

General Renvrz. It certainly is, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right, what is your next item now that you 
want to call special attention to? 

Colonel Ewrank. All of the rest of these items, Mr. Chairman, are 
basic requirements since we are starting from scratch. 

Senator Stennis. All right. You say you need this demineralized 
water to give extra power and make the gasoline more effective. It 
goes into the fuel chamber. Does it actually have a part in the fuel? 

Colonel Ewsank. It is injected into the fuel chambers. It works 
on a similar principle that your automobile runs a little bit better on 
a damp day than it does on a real hot dry day. 

Colonel Epmonps. I am not a combustion expert but when you 
break water down into 2 parts of hydrogen and 1 of oxygen, both 
of those elements will burn very fast and that is what occurs in the 
engine when you put the water in there, it breaks it down because of 
the high heat and you have oxygen and hydrogen and that gives you 
an extra burst of power. 

Mr. Ferry. And as your logical qeustion, why you don’t use the 
water entirely, the answer is the combustion fails as the temperature 
comes down when the water is injected. 

Senator Srennts. Let’s proceed. 


BERGSTROM AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The fourth base to be considered is Bergstrom 
Air Force Base. Austin, Tex., is located approximately 5 miles north- 
west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal and ATC basic 
single-engine training. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,487,000. 

The five items included in the program are to support the dis- 
persal aircraft. These items will provide additional apron to com- 
plete the parking apron required, blast deflectors, fire station, three 
large aircraft docks, and storage for demineralized water (items 1, 
2,3, 4,5). 

Colonel Ewsanx. The next installation is on page 56, Bergstrom 
Air Force Base 5 miles from Austin, Tex. 
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We are requesting $1,487,000 of new authorization at this instal- 
lation. No deficiency authorization is required. The principal items 
here are blast deflectors, and maintenance docks which are required 
for the SAC aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. You point out anything that you have new. Of 
course I know you are having the deflector blasts. You said that 
would be in all of these. 

Colonel Ewranx. That’s right and the demineralization of water 
will be in most of them. 

I might state that-the prior mission here was strategic fighters. 
The mission is now changing to take on a heavy bomber unit. 

Senator STENNIS. Basic single- -engine training, you will carry that? 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. That’s the projected additional 
mission on this base by end 1960. 

General Renrz. Again it is a dual base, Mr. Chairman, it will be 
SAC and Air Training Command. 

Senator Srennis. All right, anything further? If not let’s pro- 
ceed with the next one. 

Colonel Ewrsank. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is Biggs 
Air Force Base. 

BIGGS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The fifth base to be considered is Biggs Air Force 
Base. El Paso, Tex. is approximately 3 miles southwest. of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base, 
TAC day-fighter mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $5,557,000. 

Seven items are included to suport the heavy bomber and tanker 
aircraft assigned to this base. Included is the replacement of exist- 
ing light-duty pavement with heavy-duty pavement, blast deflectors, 
storage for demineralized water, and approach lighting for the run- 
way (items 1, 2,3, 4, 5, 6,7). 

Two items in the program provide for airmen messing and officers 
quarters (items 9 and 10) 

One item provides for additional w arehousing (item 8). 

Colonel Ewnank. We are requesting %: 5,557,000 of new authoriza- 
tion for this installation plus $268,000 of deficiency authorization. 
The primary item is for taxiway apron access and taxiway runway 
access. 

These items come under the heading of the modernization program 
that we have for our old home heavy bases. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is to accommodate the current aircraft. 

Colonel Ewsank. So they can take the B—52’s in place of B-36’s 

Mr. BeLiev. Will this complete the taxiways and runways? 

Colonel Ewnank. That’s right. 

Mr. BeLrev. Last year you put the hydrant system in. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes; last year we put additional hydrants in 
and modernized the existing system. 

Senator Srennis. This lighting approach, I thought you had that 
all completed along there a long way on an old base like this. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is on the northeast end of the instrument 
runway. This will provide for 1,500 feet of new approach lighting. 
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We have an approach-lighting system on the southwest end now, 
but we only have approximately 500 feet of old-type approach light- 
ing on the northeast end. 

Senator Stennis. I see you have about 125 extra planes. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes; we are bringing in a Tactical Air Com- 
mand mission into this base in addition to the heavy bombardment 
mission. 

Senator Stennis. You will have less men there ? 

Colonel Ewspanx. That’s correct. 

Senator Stennis (continuing). Than heretofore, but you want an 
extra dining hall and extra officers’ quarters. How do you explain 
that? 

Colonel Ewsank. Biggs is one of our old home bases, and has 
been left out in the cold with respect to replacements during the past 
years. Nothing has been done at Biggs in the way of replacements. 
At present they are utilizing old mobilization and theater of opera- 
tion type buildings. This is our first effort, to initiate a part of our 
replacement requirement for this base. 

General Rentz. We don’t have any bachelor officers living on the 
base, due to the conditions of the quarters at Biggs. They have all 
been authorized to live off base. 

Mr. BeLiev. How far would they normally live away from the 
base ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Five, six or seven miles. 

Mr. BeLiev. Is this a base where you have a requirement for the 
operating personnel to be immediately available ? 

General Rentz. Absolutely. 

Mr. BeLiev. How could you authorize them to live off the base? 

Generol Rentz. It was the lesser of the two evils, rather than put 
them into the quarters we have there that had been improvised for 
family quarters and then returned to officers’ quarters use. 

Mr. BreLiev. You are saying that the quarters were so bad that 
you had to také that chance. 

General Rentz. That’s correct. 

Senator Stennis. You don’t have these heavy bombers there now? 

Colonel Ewsank. We have B-36’s there today. 

Senator Srennis. I thought you had stopped all your B-36 squa- 
drons. What would you do now with a B-36? 

Colonel Ewrpank.: No, sir. We still have them. We are replac- 
ing them as fast as the B-52’s come in. 

Mr. Ferry. You could deliver a big bomb, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. The ones in your inventory are still in operational 
category ? 

General Renz. Absolutely. 

Senator Srennis. I know you have to keep some of them, but I 
don’t believe you would start off across the ocean with them. They 
are so slow by comparison, such a vulnerable target. 

Colonel Ewrank. The attrition rate would probably be pretty high 
but they would be used. 

Senator Srennis. All right. What is your next item you want to 
mention? Go to the next one. 
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BLYTHEVILLE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The sixth base to be considered is Blytheville Air 
Force Base. Blytheville, Ark., is located approximately 3 miles 
southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $11,510,- 
000. 

Thirteen items are included to support the dispersal aircraft. 
These items provide for widening and extending of existing run- 
way, completion of the parking apron requirement blast deflectors, 
fueling facilities, maintenance docks, storage for demineralized water, 

special weapons and additional ar acquisition in support of the 
above facilities (items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 18, and 14). 

‘Two normal base support type items provide a commissary and 
officer messing facilities (items 8 and 9) 

Colonel Ewpsanx. The next installation is Blytheville Air Force 
Base. We are requesting $11,510,000 of new authorization for this 
installation. No deficiency authorization is required. Blytheville is 
1 of the 6 new heavy dispergal bases in this year’s program. There- 
fore, this is the first increfient for SAC dispersal. The primary 
item is for an extension and widening of the primary instrument run- 
way and additional parking apron for the SAC aircraft. 

There is also a requirement for hydrants and maintenance docks. 
The present mission at Blytheville is a tactical bomb mission. 

Senator Srennis. Tactical bomber ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is a fighter bomber; is that right? 

Colonel Ewnank. No. It is the twin jet Canberra bomber. 

Mr. BeLirv. We got the design from Canada. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right. Martin manufactures — the 
airplane. 

General Rentz. We brought that aircraft into the inventory to re- 
place the B-26’s that we used in Korea. 

Mr. BeLiev. You don’t have a dining hall at all for the officers as- 
signed there ? 

Colonel Ewsank. No, the last time I was there which was fairly 
recently, I ate in one portion of the airmen’s mess that has been 
marked off for officers. 

Senator Srennis. All right, let’s go to the next one. This de- 
mineralizing this water, what do you do, just distill it ? 

General Rentz. That’s about ‘all it is. It is distillation storage. 
Aircraft on takeoff will use 1,100 gallons of water. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I saw that awhile ago. I’m surprised it 
doesn’t cost you more than $50,000 to rig up for it and store it. 

Mr. Ferry. Actually it is a demineralizing affair running an ion 
exchange affair, you run your own water through a mineral bed and 
that takes the salts out of it and send out the water which is prac- 
tically distilled. 

Senator Srennis. That is not a still then ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. Senator, I took an interest in this because it 
seemed so expensive. 

Senator Srennis. All right, proceed. 
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BUNKER HILL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The seventh base to be considered is Bunker Hill 
Air Force Base. Peru, Ind., is located approximately 8 miles north- 
northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bombers and ADC 
fighter imterceptor operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $9,584,000. 

Seventeen items are included to support the redeployment of 
medium bombers and tanker aircraft. These items provide for the 
extension of the existing runway, additional apron to provide access 
to maintenance docks, additional fueling facilities, navigational aids, 
additional squadron operations building for the tanker mission, train- 
ing facilities, maintenance docks, test facilities for jet engines, arma- 
ment and electronics shop, storage for water, alcohol, and special 
weapons and additional land acquisition, clearance and restrictive 
easements required in connection with the above facilities (items 1, 
2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 19, 20). 

The other two items included in the possible program are for base 
support and consist of a chapel educational wing, and commissary 
facilities items 16 and 17. ’ 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Bunker Hill, on page 
592. We are requesting $9,584,000 of new authorization plus $52,000 
of authorization deficiency. Bunker Hill is 1 of the 3 bases that was 
mentioned by General Rentz and Colonel Darby that we are asking 
authorization in this program for the redeployment of 3 medium 
bomb wings. We will have 1 B-47 bomb wing with its associated 
tankers. The main items here are for a runway extension, apron 
access to their maintenance hangar, some jet refueling hydrants, and 
some maintenance docks. There is also the ammunition storage on 
page 93. None exists there now. The first two fee purchases land 
items are for the runway extension that we are providing for in this 
program; next, the land clearance easements items takes care of the 
approach zones of the extension of the runway and the last item is a 
restrictive easement around the SAC ammunition storage area. 

Senator Srennis. Colonel BeLieu, do you have anything special 
about this? 

Mr. BeLiarv. No, sir, these are basically operational requirements. 

Senator Stennis. Back on these wings just a minute. You are 
putting in these heavy bomber wings. I have forgotten just what it 
is. You don’t wind up with any grand total of them. The grand 
total is no more than before you put these in; is that right ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Senator STenNis. What did you take out ? 

General Rentz. A medium bomb wing. 

Senator Stennis. Is that the main difference? The first chart you 
put up showed those totals. That is the one I was interested in. 

Colonel Darpy. It stays at 11. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further? 

Colonel Ewsank. These are all normal operational items. We 
have a chapel educational wing on page 93 and a commissary store. 
There are none available at this installation. 
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Senator Srennis. You don’t have a commissary store there now? 

Colonel Ewnank. We have none. 

Senator Stennis. That shows you are expanding the program 
rather than keeping it as it was. Where do you get your groceries 
now ¢ 

General Rentz. We have 660 units of family housing under con- 
struction at the present time that necessitates the commissary more 
than previously. 

Colonel Ewsank. Our records indicate that the base is located 914 
miles from the nearest shopping center and is located 7.7 miles from 
the city limits of Peru, Ind. 

Senator Srennis. All right, Senator have you had a chance to look 
over that? There are quite a few items. 

Senator Case. You go ahead and I will catch up in a minute. 

Senator Srennis. Had they explained the water demineralization 
process when you left? 

Senator Casz. No, I missed hearing that. I was talking to Dr. 
Waterman of the Science Foundation on a water matter. 

Senator STENNIS. Suppose you explain this to Senator Case. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting in this program an item for 
the storage of 25,000 gallons of demineralized water for the B-52 and 
CK-135s. This water is used in both these types aircraft during 
takeoff with heavy loads. The demineralized water is actually in- 
jected into the engine along with the gas which augments your power 
during takeoff. The water of course must. be completely demineral- 
ized and the project we are asking for here is storage. 

Senator Casr. Where do you have one of those items, what page? 

Colonel Ewsank. Blytheville doesn’t have it. 

Senator Caspr. Page 83, I see one; 83 is one for storage. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Senator Case. That is a tank for the storage of water ? 

Colonel Ewsnank. That’s right. 

Senator Case. What sort of a process will you use for the de- 
velopment of the demineralized water ? 

Mr. Ferry. Perhaps I better come in, Senator. We use what is 
known as an ionic exchanger manufactured by Permutit. You have 
seen the advertisement. The Permutit Co., which is a method of ex- 
changing ions in the water, carried naturally for a salt solution 
which is put in this exchanger; so you wind yourself up with a water 
from which the hardness has been removed, an exchange for salts 
which are what we call of the soft type. As this water is injected 
into the engine into the turbine blades; if it is not demineralized it 
forms a deposit on the turbine parts of the compressor. In order to 
get away from that we have to get the hard salts, like the calcium and 
magnesium sulfate, out of it, which is done by this ion exchange. 

Senator Case. Where in the project are you providing for the per- 
mutit- 

Mr. Ferry. That is a piece of equipment which is not contem- 
plated as public works material. 

Senator Case. Offhand do you know what those units cost ? 

Mr. Ferry. Depending upon the size, sir, you can buy them from 
the tiny ones you might put in your home which run around $100, to 


the tremendous ones that you use in a boiler plant that will run you 
$30 to $35,000. 
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Senator Casr. Do you know the cost of producing that water? 

Mr. Ferry. No, I do not. 

Senator Cass. I was a sponsor in the Senate of the legislation for 
the desalination of water and we established a research program 
which has been conducted by the Department of the Interior for the 
last 4 or 5 years. It is headed by a man by the name of David Jen- 
kins. In that program, we extended just a little over a year ago, 
they have been fea tnw research contracts throughout the country for 
desalination of water, which is deminer ‘alization if you prefer to use 
that term. 

However, most of the projects on which they have been develop- 
ing data are a true demineralization and desalination, not merely the 
exch: unge of the ions to get a soft, rather than hard, mineral. There 
is a firm, Ionics, Inc., of Boston, Mass., concerning which Senator 
Flanders knows quite a bit. 

They had one of these contracts and there they use a device which 
builds up a column of resonance plates, with off-center holes, and they 
induce an electrical charge which results in getting the two streams; 
one that turns off about two-thirds of the water completely demin- 
eralized and the other one-third sludge carrying the salts. They also 
have data tabulated on tests that include ev erything from solar dis- 
tillation to a centrifugal thermal distillation which converts the 
water into what would amount to steam. They spray the water in a 
thin film on a revolving disk, then in a vacuum, and get off a product 
which is completely distilled water. ‘Those several processes are 
going to revolutionize, they think, water resources, in particular for 
communities which are adjacent to the ocean or to large bodies of 
water. 

It just happens that has been a subject of considerable interest to me, 
having introduced and sponsored legislation a couple of times in the 
Senate dealing with that subject, and I appreciate the chairman’s 
mentioning it. 

Senator Stennis. I’m glad to hear you talk about it. 

Senator Case. I’m not an expert. I’m just an observer. But that 
and the cloud modification are both water subjects of considerable 
eT to me. 

I do suggest, Mr. Chairman, that you contact David Jenkins in the 
Department of Interior because I believe if you want really a demin- 
eralized water some of these néw’methods might be-even more useful 
than the one which is just a modification of the salt. 

Mr. Ferry. Actually, as a matter of fact, our quantities are small in 
comparison to the sort of thing you have become interested in. 

Senator Case. That’s true, except on some of your bases you have 
water treatment plants now. 

Mr. Ferry. True. 

Senator Casr. It is anticipated that some of these processes will 
yield the demineralized water for as little as 30 to 50 cents a thousand 
gallons, which would be insignificant. 

Of course, for one storage tank you wouldn’t need very much. But if 
it also contributed to improving the water supply on the base for other 
purposes, it might be useful. 

Senator Stennis. I think you better explain this deflector or blast 
to Senator Case. 
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General Rentz. I think we told the Senator about that. Here is a 
typical layout. We are programing blast deflectors on each of these 
bases where we have S AG heavy jet aircraft. We are programing 21 
blast. deflectors for these aircraft. It allows us to use ramps that we 
would otherwise have to sterilize if we did not have these blast de- 
flectors. 

The blast is of such intensity that no one could work on this aircraft 
parked as close as it is to this one. Here is an actual photograph of a 
blast deflector installed. They are installed on the ramp and are bolted 
down. They can be moved with very little additional cost, out of 
maintenance money. 

They are running approximately $75 a lineal foot. It will be a cen- 
trally procured item by AMC. 

Senator Case. You say they will be bolted down ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Where will you use them; on the working ramps? 

General Renvz. It all depends. On this configuration we are using 
them on the mass apron. In other places where this is more narrow 
and the aircraft are parked in the other direction we would use them 
on the edge here. 

Colonel Jackson. General Rentz, here is the other type. This 
would be on the edge here. 

Senator Case. What do they do to the noise? 

General Ren'rz. They have very little effect on the noise. Of course 
any change in direction does reduce the noise. As far as the decibel 
reading is concerned, they have very little effect. 

Senator Srennis. All right, on page 115 here, removal of hazard 
$257,000. What is that? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is at Carswell Air Force Base. 


CARSWELL AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The eighth base to be considered is Carswell Air 
Force Base. Fort Worth, Tex., is located 6 miles east-southeast of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base 
and MATS map and charting mission. 

The cominittee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,059,000. 

Seven items are included to support the heavy bomber and tanker 
aircraft. These items provide for shoulder stabilization on existing 
taxiways and apron, blast deflectors, taxiway lighting, storage for de- 
mineralized water, additional land acquisition, and removal of obsta- 
cles from the approach zone of the runway (items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 10). 

The other item required for normal base support provides for the 
replacement of theater of operations type officers quarters (item 6). 

Colonel Ewnank. That is for the relocation of the Calmont Street 
substation of the Texas Electric Power Co. and provides for the lower- 
ing of a water tower which projects into the glide angle of the approach 
zone on our newly extended runway at Carswell. Both of these pro- 
trude into the glide angle. 

Senator Srennis. You have already extended the runway and you 
have to remove the hazard? 

Colonel Ewnank. Has the contract been issued ? 








292 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Mr. McCrovup. That is under contract. 

Colonel Ewsanx. It is under contract. Any extension puts you all 
the closer to any obstacle that is sticking up in the glide path. 

Mr. McCuoup. It was placed under contract last fall or last July and 
will be completed December 1957. 

Senator Stennis. Why didn’t you ask for the removal of the hazard 
then? It is all one process. You can’t use it until you get it out of 
the way. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is part of a phasing program. We knew it 
would take us a long time to build and construct this runway. We felt 
last year that this could be phased and held off until this year. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Senator Case ? 

Senator Casz. No, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 

Colonel Ewsank. Next installation is on page 140, which is Clinton- 
Sherman Air Force Base. 

General Rentz. 126, Castle Air Force Base. 


CASTLE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The ninth base to be considered is Castle Air Force 
Base. Atwater, Calif., is located approximately 2 miles west-south- 
west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base, 
ADC fighter interceptor operation, and a TAC troop carrier mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 

respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $3,326,000. 

Four items are included to support the heavy bomber and tanker 
aircraft. These items provide for maintenance docks, additional lana 
acquisition, and removal of flying hazards at both ends of the runway. 

Three items support the fighter interceptor mission. ‘These items 
provide for special ammunition storage and electrification for ground 
support equipment (items 2, 7 and 8). 

Three items provide additional airmen messing facilities and officers 
quarters and new commissary facilities (items 4, 5 and 6). 

Senator Stennis. I see where you took out that hospital. 

General Renrz. Yes, this is to get the hospital authorization and 
funding program in phase. 

Senator Case. What did you say, “in phase” ? 

General Rentz. We want to get the hospital authorized and funded 
during the same year. At the present time we have hospitals pre- 
viously authorized that we had not funded. We intend funding them 
in fiscal year 1958, therefore a number of hospitals in our 1958 author- 
ization have been deleted. 

Senator Case. Are you revising, or have you given any considera- 
tion to revising, the hospital requirements in the light of the greater 
use of civilian hospitals by dependents with outpatient priv ileges ? 

General Rentz. The Secretary of Defense’s office has worked on that 
project, Senator Case. I don’t know whether the criteria has been 
changed or not. Colonel Edmonds? 

Colonel Epmonps. Not to my knowledge, General Rentz. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I think it would be helpful to the 
committee if we could have from the Surgeon General’s office the re- 
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port showing hospital days per hospital capacity for several repre- 
sentative stations for a period of 18 months prior to the establishment 
of outpatient treatment rights—that isn’t the phrase you use, is it? 

General Rentz. No, we have been treating outpatients in our hos- 
pit: als ever sine e we have been in existence. 

Senator Casr. What is the phrase that the Air Force used? I am 
carrying over a phrase that the Veterans’ Administration uses. What 
is the phrase that you use to describe the privilege accorded dependents 
now ? 

General Rentz. Dependent care. 

Senator Case. In civilian hospitals? 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. I would like to see a table showing, from some repre- 
sentative station hospitals, patient hospital-days for 18 months prior 
to the establishment or authorization of dependent care and for the 
period of time since. And with that, any comment that the Surgeon 
General might give as to any revision of criteria based upon any change 
in hospital use. (The information was subsequently furnished. See 
appendix IT, p. 775.) 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we will furnish that. 

Senator Srennis. I believe in the old days you gave these services 
when you had the facilities ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator SrenNis. Now you give it as a matter of Jaw or paid for it? 

General Rentz. Or pay for it, yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. Anything else on this one? Howmany 
beds were in this hospital] here? How many were to be, the capacity ¢ 

Colonel Epmonps. 100. 

Senator Stennis. Built on a 200 base ¢ 

General Renrz. 100 bed on a 200 chassis. 

Senator Stennis. What do you call that chassis? 

General Rentz. Chassis, just like an automobile, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Epmonpbs. That means, Senator, that you could expand that 
hospital to 200 beds by adding ward space for 100 more beds without 
changing the basic unit of the hospital. 

Senator Srennis. Just add the wings? 

Colonel EpMonps. Yes, just adding pure bed space without any ad- 
ditional basic operating rooms and that sort of thing. 

General Renz. A good example of that is down in Keesler where 
they could add 2 floors to that 1 wing and increase their bed facility 
to 500. Remember the surgeon talking about this 1 wing was 2 floors 
lower ? 

Senator Stennis. That’s right. 

Allright, let’s proceed to the next one, page 140. 


CLINTON-SHERMAN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 10th base to be considered is Clinton-Sherman 
Air Force Base. Burns Flat, Okla., is located approximately 1 mile 
east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $536,000. 
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Two items are included to support the heavy bomber and tanker 
-aircraft. These items provide for blast deflectors and storage for 
demineralized water (items 1 and 2). 

The other two items are for base support and provide a chapel 
education wing and a gymnasium (items 3 and 4). 

Colonel Ewsank. Next installation on page 140 is Clinton-Sherman 
Air Force Base. We are requesting $536,000 of new authorization for 
this installation plus $1,293,000 of deficiency authorization. The pri- 
mary items here are for blast deflectors again, the chapel, and a com- 
missary. There is also the repetitive item of demineralization of water 
storage. 

Senator Stennis. How is it you needed the commissary worse than 
you needed the gymnasium? Of course, that cost a good deal more. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, with respect to the commissary there is none 
available there now. 

General Rentz. We would have liked to have the gymnasium. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, sir. 

Any question on that one ? 

Next item ? 

COLUMBUS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 11th base to be considered is Columbus Air 
Force Base. Columbus, Miss., is located 10 miles south-southeast of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,468,000. 


Nine items to support the dispersal mission are: completion of park- 
ing apron requirement, blast deflectors, additional fueling facility, 
squadron operations and training buildings, aircraft maintenance 
docks, a parachute and dinghy shop, demineralized water storage, and 
replacement of an existing mobilization type squadron headquarters 
building (items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,6, 7,8, 10). 

The remaining six items provide normal base support and include 
replacement of existing substandard food cold storage building, 
replacement of existing wood frame noncommissioned officers mess, 
addition to a prior authorized officers mess, commissary sales facility, 
replacement on the sanitary sewage treatment and disposal plant and 
rehabilitation of the existing water distribution system (items 9, 11, 
12, 13, 14,15). 

Colonel Ewnank. The next installation is Columbus Air Force 
Base. We are requesting $2,468,000 of new authorization, plus 
$804,000 of deficiency authorization. 

Senator Stennis. What caused that deficiency ? 

General Rentz. Will you explain that? 

Mr. McCtiovp. One of the principal items is the hydrant refueling 
which increased from $700,000 to $1,115,000. 

Senator Srennis. That was when you decided to put in a SAC 
unit. 

Colonel Ewrank, That’s right, last year. 

Mr. McCroup. The aircraft maintenance docks; four of them in- 
creased from $800,000 to $1,650,000; the other increases and decreases 
offset it. That is the primary reason for the one million and a half 
increase. 
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Senator Srennis. Your water distribution mains there, that is re- 
habilitation, you say ¢ 

Colonel EWwsanx. Yes, sir, there are many leaks in the existing 
lines. It is very difficult to keep up pressure. Whenever the pres- 
sure does get up to where it should be for proper distribution, leaks 
immediately spring in the system. 

Senator Stennis. All right, any questions, Senator ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We have some excellent pictures, Senator Case, 
on some of the installations at Columbus. The base commander sent 
us in some fine pictures to illustrate his need for some of these items. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I haven’t been out for a good while. This 
is an old base, relatively, 1941. I know you are using a lot of the old 
buildings there. 

General Rentz. We are using quite a few of them at Columbus. 

Colonel Ewsank. And several of them will continue to be used for 
quite some time. 

Senator STENNIs. Any questions, Senator Case ? 
Senator Casr. No, Mr. Chairman. 
Senator STennis. The next item ? 







DAVIS-MONTHAN 





AIR FORCE BASE 


Colonel Ewsanx. The next installation is on page 163, Davis- 
Monthan Air Force Base, 7 miles from Tucson, Ariz. 

General Renrz. The 12th base to be considered is Davis-Monthan 
Air Force Base. Tucson, Ariz., is located approximately 7 miles 
northwest of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for medium bombers, and air refueler 
aircraft and for ADC and TAC fighter operations. 

The committee has been furnished with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $2,411,000. 

Three items provide support for the medium bomber and tanker 
aircraft and include maintenance docks, water and alcohol storage, 
and land easement clearance acquisition ’(items 1, 2, and 8). 

Two items are included to provide ammunition storage and assembly 
facilities for the Air Defense mission (items 3 and 4). 

The remaining two base support items provide for officer housing 
and messing facilities (items 5 and 6). 

Colonel Ewpank. We are requesting $2,411,000 of new authoriza- 
tion for this installation. No deficiency authorization is required. 
The principal items are for maintenance docks, the Air Defense Com- 
mand classified storage area and officers’ quarters. That is a replace- 
ment. 

Senator Case. Why were you asking, with the prospective reduction 
in personnel in peacetime, for a dining hall and officer quarters? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is an officers’ dining hall. At present we 
have no facility as such. It is necessary to go either to the post ex- 
change cafeteria or at certain times they do serve meals in the officers’ 
club as an open mess. 

General Rentz. And the officers’ quarters are mobilization type and 
were constructed in 1941. They are all substandard. We have not 
constructed any permanent ty ‘pe officers’ quarters. 

Mr. BeLigv. Is the officers’ club for open mess capable of seating all 
the officers ? 
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Colonel Ewranx. No, sir; that is the difficulty. The problem is dur- 
ing the noon meal when the officers are not at home. The officers’ club 
is not large enough to take care of all the officers at the noon hour; 
therefore, they eat then at the post exchange or have to go off the base 
some place to eat. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further ? 

Senator Casz. Nothing on that. 

Senator Stennis. All right; next item ? 


DOW AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 13th base to be considered is Dow Air Force 
Base. Bangor, Maine, is located approximately 1 mile east of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for SAC dispersal and Air Defense 
fighter operation. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with respect 
to items in this program in the total amount of $14,759,000. 

Eight items are included to support the dispersal aircraft. These 
items provide parking apron, blast deflectors, radar approach facility, 
squadron operations and training building, aircraft maintenance shop, 
demineralized water and fuel storage, and land easement acquisition in 
the runway approach zones (items 1, 3, 4, 7, 11, 12, 13, and 24). 

Thirteen items are included in this program to provide facilities 
necessary for the Air Defense Command mission. These items include 
aircraft arresting barriers, fighter alert facilities and aircraft shelters, 
ready crew building, rehabilitation of a maintenance h: ingar, flight 
simulator building, “ammunition storage and assembly facilities, elec- 
trification for ground support equipment, security fence, and addi- 
tional land (items 2 2, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 14, 15, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 25). 

The remaining two normal base support items are a bowling alley 
and a gymnasium (items 18 and 19). 

Colonel Ewsank. Next installation is Dow Air Force Base, 1 mile 
from Bangor, Maine. We are requesting $14,759,000 of new authoriza- 
tion at Dow plus $1,063,000 of deficiency authorization. 

The largest item here i is the first item which is a parking apron for 
the SAC aircraft. The other major items are blast deflectors, the 
ADC fighter-interceptor squadron requirement which is hangar alert, 
ready crew building, flight simulator, and the rehabilitation of a main- 
tenance hangar for their organizational maintenance. 

Senator Stennis. I see you have your gymnasium here. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Did you already have a gymnasium ? 

Colonel Ewrank. This is a replacement of a theater of operations 
tarpaper-sided building, which was not usable during a large part of 
last winter. The heating of the building is inadequate and during 
cold weather they have to ‘close the gymnasium. 

Senator Casr. Where do you get the $20 unit cost figure for the 
operational apron ¢ 

Colonel Epmonps. That item, the cost of $20, is due to the excess 
rock excavation on a portion of this apron. You know this is in a frost 
area and in a large portion of the excavation area we have to excavate 
66 inches to remove the frost heave susceptible material and replace 
it with nonsusceptible material in order to eliminate the frost heaving 
in the pavement. 
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Senator Case. 66 inches; that is 514 feet. 

Colonel EpMonps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. What kind of material do you take out in the 544 
feet ? : 

Colonel Epmonps. Very loose material, organic metter primarily. 
Some portions you may have peat bog type of material. We had to 
do this same thing at Loring—formerly called Limestone AF B—and 
we went to 72 inches in some places there. 

Senator Case. With what do you replace it ? 

Colonel EpmMonps. You replace it with a good grade of gravel ma- 
terial. 

Senator Case. And how thick is the paving itself? 

Colonel EpmMonps. I don’t know the exaet thickness. It is probably 
around 17 inches. 

Senator Casr. You have to go down 72 inches and fill back in just 
to build a runway ? 

Colonel EpMonps. Yes, sir; you have to replace the existing material 
starting with heavy rock and grade it up. 

Senator Stennis. Why in the world would you locate a heavy in- 
stallation like this there to start with ? 

Colonel EpMonps. This is not an unusual situation in a high frost 
area in the northern areas, Senator. We experience the same in all 
areas such as Alaska and any of the real cold country climates, except 
in some cases where you have an area that doesn’t have deleterious 
material, then you don’t experience this kind of operation. 

Senator Case. Does the frost go down 5 feet at this site? 

Colonel EpmMonps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. As a sidelight, Senator, in Westchester County in New 
York we excavate for a house foundation 3 feet 6 inches. 

Colonel EpmMonps. You know what happens the minute you get 
moisture in the small areas between the particles; it expands tremen- 
dously when it freezes. 

Senator Case. I understand that. I am surprised you would have to 
go down below 5 feet to get below the frost line, even in Maine. 

Colonel Epmonnps. That is the case here. I checked it just before 
the meeting. 

Senator Case. Is this runway on a bog? 

Colonel Epmonps. I am not positive that you would call it a bog, like 
a cranberry bog area, but it is of similar material in certain portions 
of the apron area 

Senator Casr. What do you get for footings when you get down 
that far ? 

Colonel EpMonps. What did you say ? 

Senator Case. What do you find for footing material when you 
get down that deep ? 

Colonel Epmonps. It isn’t the question of what you find for footing 
material, it is a question of removing material that is susceptible to 
frost heave and replacing it with a material that will drain which is 
not susceptible to frost heave. 

Senator Case. I understand that. (Getting the gravel in there, since 
you spoke of the organic material, I assumed you were getting down 
below the organic material. 
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Colonel Epmonps. Your organic material is usually near the surface 
and is caused by deterioration of leaves and so forth over a period of 
years. 

Colonel Ewsann. Mr. Chairman, we do have a new mission for 
Dow this year. That is the fighter-interceptor squadron that has been 
deployed here. This is one of the fighter units that Colonel Darby 
talked about the other day. : 

Senator Stennis. You are going to have another one too. 

Solone] Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Is this $20 figure supported by your contract history 

at Dow? 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir; the pavement that we have just awarded 
in 1956 is very close to the same price, 19.60 was the unit price for the 
contract just awarded. 

Renator Case. Was that overall, including excavation as well as the 

aving ? 

fj Colonel Epmonps. That is the unit cost we have for the paving. 
That is the contract that is underway there now. 

Senator Casg. I notice you have a radar approach control facility. 
Hasn’t Dow had that before ? 

Colonel Ewsank. We call this a rapcon facility. They have had 
rior to this a radio range and GCA approach facility. But they 
ave not had this high-powered radar approach control facility. This 

reaches quite a distance and you are able to control planes at high alti- 
tude and at quite a distance from the field. 

Senator Casg. Is this a control taken over by the man on the 
ground ? 

Colonel Ewrnank. Yes; it is an approach control facility. The man 
on the ground takes over to a degree, but in the final analysis the man 
in the airplane makes the decision as to how far he will follow his 
instructions. 

Senator Case. What is an alert hangar such as you are asking for 
on page 181? 

Colonel Ewsank. The alert hangar is for the Air Defense Com- 
mand fighter interceptor unit that we are programing in at Dow. This 
will house four of the fighter interceptors on an instant alert. 

Senator Casr. So regardless of weather or temperature they would 
be ready to move ? 

Colone Ewsank. That’s right. 

Senator Casr. Is the project on 182 related to that, the utilities for 
crew readiness, page 183 ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The crews remain in the readiness crew building, 
for their ready aircraft that are not on alert necessarily but are on a 
ready status during periods of alert and during periods of exercises. 
The crews for the airplane remain in this building all through the 
night. 

Senator Cassg. Is this a standard operations building where the 
crews ordinarily meet ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. This readiness crew building is the operations 
building for the ADC squadron. 

Senator Casr. This case is one where you have a great many items 
and questions probably are not asked about every one of these, because 
in connection with the mission it is obvious that if it is to be operational 
you have to have the facility. The only question that would arise in 
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my mind with respect to many of these items is whether or not there 
is a checking of the cost estimate against some experience. Where 
is control of these estimates vested ? 

Colonel Epmonps. These estimates are made out in the field by the 
district engineers in conjunction with the architect engineer who does 
the final plans. They are made after complete consideration of all 
of the factors of that site and based on feel saa studies. 

Senator Case. Do you personally go over these figures and compare 
them with unit costs for like buildings at other stations? 

Colonel EpmMonps. Yes, sir; we do. The estimates are checked by 
the division engineer after they are submitted by the district and then 
we have our installation representatives in the field, that are in the 
areas with the divisions, who check them and then they are submitted 
in here and we again check them. 

Senator Case. When you say the division engineer, are you re- 
ferring to the Corps of Engineers division engineer ¢ 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. When you say check them in here, do you mean the 
Air Force has a construction officer that goes over the figures? 

Colonel EpmMonps. We check them in our office here to see if there 
are unusual circumstances; if the estimate is not within a general 
average, we check the estimate then. 

Senator Casz. The Air Force is the one that is paying the bill. 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. I am just wondering if you do exercise surveillance 
over the details of the estimated figure submitted by the engineers ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. The Air Force installation representative, 
who is Colonel Edmonds’ liaison with the corps, is charged with check- 
ing and comparing those estimates with contract awards in that area. 

Senator Case. Do you know Colonel Edmonds ? 

General Rentz. Yes. 

Senator Casr. Does he have a proper skepticism when it comes to 
examining figures submitted by another agency where the tab is sent 
over to the Air Force to pay? 

General Rentz. I would grade him a little on the pessimistic side, a 
little on the low side. 

Senator Case. That is a virtue in certain responsibilities ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Colonel EpmMonps. You understand I don’t personally examine every 
one of these estimates. 

General Rentz. But somebody in your shop does? 

Colonel EKpmMonps. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. And for the record, sir, when they come to my office, we 
look them over and those estimates which appear out of reach, we will 
question Colonel Edmonds here as to why it is—for an explanation 
of what seems to be wrong about the estimate. 

Senator Case. At one time we had a construction engineer of con- 
siderable experience assigned to the committee. I don’t recall whether 
that has been since you were here or not. I believe that was a few 
years ago when he was assigned as a sort of a technician to do some 
of this pessimistic scanning for the committee. We don’t have a tech- 
nician of that sort assigned to us at this time and the members of the 
committee, and our clerk, are burdened with a considerable amount of 
work so we don’t personally find the time to do that. 
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I wanted for the record the assurance that there is a close examina- 
tion of these estimates. 

General Rentz. There is and we have failed to mention one close 
scrutiny that is given these estimates. When our program is sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of Defense, they go over all these estimates and 
unit costs. So they are giving it a close scrutiny the same as the Air 
Force. 

Senator Stennis. All right, next item. 


DYESS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 14th base to be considered is Dyess Air Force 
Base. Abilene, Tex. is approximately 2 miles east-northeast of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler air- 
craft and a strategic support mission. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information on the item 
in this program amounting to $100,000. 

The one item included is an educational wing for a base chapel. 

Colonel Ewrsank. The next installation is Dyess Air Force Base, 
Abilene, Tex. 

This is the first time I believe that the name Dyess has come up 
before the committee. Always before it has been Abilene Air Force 
Base. We are requesting $100,000 of new authorization for this in- 
stallation. No deficiency authorization is required. The only item is 
for a chapel, educational wing. 

This is a new base from scratch. There is nothing there now avail- 
able for an educational wing. They do have a chapel, however. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Next item ? 

ELLSWORTH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 15th base to be considered is Ellsworth Air 
Force Base. Rapid City, S. Dak., is approximately 8 miles southwest 
of the base. This base is planned for use as a heavy bomber home base. 
and for medium refueling aircraft operation, and Air Defense fighter 
operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information concern- 
ing the items in this program amounting to $2,258,000. 

The following four items are included to support the heavy bomber 
and tanker aircraft : replacement of a small portion of the bituminous 
runway with portland cement concrete; shoulder stabilization along 
the edge of hangar access apron ; additional pavement to provide access 
toa hangar; and blast deflectors (items 1, 2, 3,4). 

One item, an ammunition storage, assembly, and testing facility, is 
included for the Air Defense Command mission (item 5). 

The remaining two items provide normal base supvort and include a 
commissary sales facility and replacement of an existing temporary 
noncommissioned officers mess (items 6 and 7). 

Colonel Ewrank. The next installation is on page 203. Ellsworth 
Air Force Base, Rapid City, S. Dak. We are requesting $2,258,000 
of new authorization for this installation, plus a total of $132,000 of 
deficiency authorization. 

Senator Stennis. All right, give those first. 
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Mr. McCrovup. The principal deficiency making up the $132,000 is 
the base chapel which is not yet under contract. 

Senator Casr. Didn’t you have an authorization for the chapel ? 

Senator Stennis. That is deficiency. 

Mr. McC.oup. The aircraft shelter increased from $300,000 to 
$317,000. Much of that was offset by other deletions which offset one 
against another. It isnot under contract. 

General Renrz. Is the chapel under contract ? 

Mr. McCtoup. No, it is scheduled for fiscal year 1958. The aircraft 
shelters are supposed to go under contract this month. 

Colonel Ewsank. To answer Senator Case’s question, we had au- 
thorization for the chapel in the 1956 or 1957 program. 

Mr. McCroup. Yes,sir, in the fiscal year 1957 program. 

Senator Case. This assures that it w ‘ill be funded. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir; in the 1958 program. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I notice that here again is a request for 
a commissary store and, in this instance, in the amount of $282,000. 
The language on the justification page says: 

This facility is sorely needed to provide commissary service to base personnel 
presently purchasing $80,000 worth of groceries per month in the temporary facil- 
ity now being utilized. There is no commissary store building on the base that 
has been built specifically as a commissary... Commissary facilities are now 
housed in an old World War II type dining hall. 

General Rentz, or Colonel Ewbank, have either of you visited the so- 
called Villa Ranchero, or are you familiar with that shopping center / 

General Rentz. I am familiar with it. I have not gone into the 
stores but I drove by going to the Wherry housing at Rapid City. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I had no personal interest, nor any- 
thing to do with the establishment of the so-called Villa Ranchero, 
but the Villa Ranchero is a shopping center which has developed at 
Ellsworth Base just off the limits of the base, just outside the gate, 
that leads to the housing development there, the two Wherry projects. 
I had a letter recently from somebody who has been connected with _ 
Villa Ranchero and he said he understood there was a proposal for : 
commissary store and he said if the Air Force felt there was a need for 
a store there he would be perfectly willing to sell his rather than face 
the competition of the new building. Apparently he isn’t making too 
much money but there is quite a store there. And I am just wondering 
why the need exists for building a commissary store. 

General Renz. Colonel McDonald 

Colonel McDonatp. The only information I have on this is that 
the prices outside are 23 percent higher. 

Senator Case. Does that apply to the Villa Ranchero, or the prices 
in town ¢ 

Colonel McDonavp. This is the nearest adequate store, we base it on 
2 stores, one is 4 minutes away by private conveyance, the other is 20 
minutes away; the 2 stores that have adequate facilities. 

Senator Case. The 4 minutes must be the Villa Ranchero. I suppose 
if you hopped in your car and went down—it is just a few blocks. The 
20 minutes I suppose gets you to the stores at the edge of town ? 

Colonel McDona.p. But the average price as against the national 
index, of the 77 items by the Department of Agric ulture which deter- 
mine this if we bought $100 worth of goods we would have to pay $23 
more if we bought in that store. 
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Senator Casr. I haven’t the slightest idea of what the Villa Ranch- 
ero is worth, or what the structure is worth, but this would be regarded 
there as a direct bit of competition if within 4 minutes in point of 
distance we were to appropriate funds in excess of a quarter of a mil- 
lion dollars to establish a new commissary store. 

Senator Srennis. Maybe you could buy him out for less than that. 

Senator Case. [ wouldn’t be surprised but what you could. 

I don’t know. I don’t say that I speak with any knowledge. In 
any event I think that if the authorization were granted, that should 
be explored before the structure were built. It is on land immedi- 
ately adjacent to the edge of the base, to the housing development as 
a matter of fact. 

General Rentz. Aren’t there a number of common-wall stores ad- 
jacent there? 

Senator Case. It is all part of the Villa Ranchero. 

General Rentz. It is one long building. 

Senator Casg. It is like some of these shopping centers. I have 
only been in one of them. You can get everything from groceries to a 
haircut, 

General Renrz. It would probably be very difficult to buy one part 
of that long shopping center. 

Senator Case. I think it is all owned together; I am not sure. They 
may have different concessionaries behind different windows. 

General Rentz. You think it is owned by one person ? 

Senator Casr. By one person or by a company or something. 

General Renrz. We could certainly explore that possibility. If 
we receive this authorization before we fund this project. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Any other items, Senator Case ? 

Senator Case. I don’t think so. Most of these other items are the 
kind that we have been considering—blast structures, and so forth. 

Senator Stennis. Next installation ? 


FAIRCHILD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 16th base to be considered is Fairchild Air 
Force Base. Spokane, Wash., is approximately 8 miles east of the base. 

This base is planned for use as a SAC heavy-bomber home base 
and for operation of medium refueling aircraft. 

The committee has been furnished with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $1,480,000. 

The two items requested to support the heavy bombers and tankers 
are additional refueling facilities and blast deflectors (items 1 and 2). 

Colonel Ewrank. Fairchild Air Force Base, 8 miles fron: Spokane, 
Wash. 

Senator Srennis. Does Senator Jackson have something special 
with this? You only have two items. 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s right, we are requesting $1,480,000 of new 
authorization. 

Senator Srennis. Those are customary items. Anything special? 

Colonel Ewnank. Nothing special. 

Senator Stennis. Without objection we will go to the next one. 
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FORBES AIR FORCE BASE 


(ieneral Rentz. The 17th base to be considered is Forbes Air Force 
Base. ‘Topeka, Kans., is located approximately 6 miles north of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a strategic reconnaissance mis- 
sion and for operation of medium refueler aircraft. 

The committee has been provided detailed information with respect 
to the items contained in this program amounting to $1,857,000. 

The following items are included in the program: Special weapons 
training building and special ordnance storage facilities (items 1 
and 2). 

Colonel Ewnank. The next installation is page 216, Forbes Air 
Force Base Topeka, Kans. We are requesting $1,357,000 in new au- 
thorization. No deficiency authorization, The principal item is the 
SAC special ordnance storage facility. None has been constructed 
at this installation before because this base has been a reconnaissance 
base. 

Senator STENNIS. Well, you have to have it. 

Colonel Ewsrank. And the planes are being outfitted. 

Senator SrTeNNis. Very well; go to the next one. 


GRAY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 18th base to be considered is Gray Air Force 
Base. Killeen, Tex., is located approximately 3 miles north-northeast 
of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for a special classified SAC mission 
and for airways, air communications, and aircraft control and warn- 
ing missions. 

The committee has been furnished with detailed information re- 
garding the item contained in this program amounting to $34,000. 

The one item in the program provides for an exchange facility. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next item is Gray Air Force Base at Killeen, 
Tex. 

One item of new authorization is the amount of $34,000 for a post ex- 
change. They are using 1,980 square feet, located in the base opera- 
tions ‘building and there is no other space existing for a small exchange. 

Senator Stennis. You must have a mighty ‘small one. You have 
11 civilians. You only have a few people there; is that right? 

Colonel Ewsanx. We have a total projected strength “there of 870 
people. 

Mr. BeLiev. How far is this from Fort Hood ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. I don’t know. 

General Rentz. Ten miles from Killeen. 

Mr. BeLrtev. Could they use the post exchange at Fort Hood ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, but it is a matter of transportation in get- 
ting to Fort Hood from the airfield. 

Mr. BeLrev. This isa special activity ; is it not? 

[0 you like to keep your people on the base? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Mr. BreLrev. I remember the justification for your family housing 
was such you wanted them immediately adjacent to the base. 


93272—57——21 
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Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 
Senator Srennis. All right, next item ? 


GREENVILLE AIR FORCE BASE 


The 19th base is to be considered as Greenville Air Force Base. 
Greenville, Miss., is located approximately 6 miles south, southwest 
of the base. 

This base is planned for use as a SAC dispersal base. The com- 
mittee has been furnished detailed information with respect to the 
items contained in this program in the total amount of $19,389,000, 

All 14 items in the program will provide support for the SAC dis- 
persal mission and include: a new heavy duty runway; aircraft park- 
ing apron; blast deflectors, hydrant fueling facilities; aircraft main- 
tenance docks: stor age for demineralized water, and conventional and 
classified ammunition; and acquisition of necessary land and ease- 
ments (items 1 through 14). 

Colonel Ewnanx. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
222, Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Miss. We are requesting 

$19,389,000 of new authorization for this installation plus $45,000 of 
dudiei ‘ency authorization. 

Mr. McCiovp. The deficiency on that one is in Public Law 161, 
and it’s just generally small overruns in all of the program. 

Senator Stennis. How much was it ? 

Colonel Ewrank. $45,000. Greenville, Miss., is 1 of the 6 bases 
that is accepting the SAC bombardment mission that was mentioned 
to you in Colonel Darby's briefing. The two largest items of course 
are the new runway and the apron parking for the aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. Well, you have this str: ategic fuel hydrant. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, that is the requirement. There are no refuel- 
ing hydrants there now. Also, we require four large docks for the 
SAC aircraft. 

Mr. BeLiev. This runway must be built to 240,000 pound criteria. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. That is the top one you are building now? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir: 

Senator Srennis. ITow much land do you have to buy there? 

Colonel Ewnank. For the runway 899 acres, and for the spec jal 
ordnance area, we require a total of 30 acres. We also require a 
clearance easement for both ends of the new runway totaling 583 
acres, and land easement restrictions around the special ordnance 
area, of 400 acres. 

Senator Stennis. How much is that land per acre? Nine hundred 
acres you might say for $540,000? 

Mr. Lavauier. $370 per acre for the 900 acres and your 40 acres 
is $1,000 an acre and your next item your 400 acres restrictive ease- 
ments is $107 an acre which is about 30 percent, and the clearances 
and easements is $91 per acre. 

Senator Stennis. I notice you list this as being partly in Sunflower 
County ; is that the ammunition storage that is away from Greenville? 

Colonel Ewsanx. I’m not sure. 

Senator Srennis. It is just a matter of curiosity to me because 
Sunflower County is some way from Greenville. 
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Mr. BeLiev. This is one of the few places you didn’t ask for hydrant 
fueling systems last year. 

General Renz. This was not in last year as a SAC base. 

Mr. BeLrev. That’s right. 

Senator Case. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. Anything else, Senator Case ? 

Senator Case. No. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 238. 


HOMESTEAD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 20th base to be considered is Homestead Air 
Force Base. Homestead, Fla., is located 5 miles south, southwest of 
the base. . 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueling 
aircraft operations. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 

respect to the item contained in this program amounting to $380,000. 

The one item is requested for support of the bomber and tanker air- 
craft and will provide necessary utilities for aircraft maintenance 
docks which will be transferred from another base. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $380,000 in new authorization 
here, plus $272,000 of deficiency items. 

Mr. McCrovup. The princip: 11 deficiency is the nurses’ quarters which 
increased from $174,000 to $225,000, The commissary store which 


increased from $166,000, to $225,000, and the service club which in- 
creased from $537,000. to $758,000. 

Colonel Ewsank. This 1 item we are asking for provides floors and 
utilities for 2 docks from a prior procurement program and also pro- 
vides for the transfer and erection of 4 docks from MecDill. The docks 
we are transferring from McDill were used for the medium bomb 
wing which is leaving MecDill and leaving space for the weapons em- 
ployment center. 

Senator Stennis. All right, sir. 


HUNTER AIR FORCE BASE 


The 21st base to be considered is Hunter Air Force Base. Savannah, 
Ga., is located approximately 4 miles northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueling 
aircraft operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $994,000. 

The two items are for normal base support and will provide for 
permanent officers quarters and replacement of a temporary mobiliza- 
tion type officers’ mess. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $994,000 in new authorization 
for this installation. There is no deficiency authorization. 

The new authorization request is for two items, an officers’ quarters 
for bachelor officers and an officers’ open mess. 

General Renvz. I visited this base recently and I can vouch for these 
two items. The officers’ quarters are in a deplorable state and besides 
that they have a large deficiency. Any transient coming into Hunter 
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has no room on Hunter Air Force Base ; they have to go into Savannah. 
The club is practically in an unusable state. 

Senator Stennis. How many men do you have there, 70 officers 
there ? 

General Renrz. Yes, it is a large officer strength at Hunter. 

Senator Stennis. Any questions? 

Senator Casr. No. 

Senator Srennis. What do you mean when you say “airfield” up 
here on line 9 on the top left-hand corner? Do you mean that is a 
municipal airfield ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, it is Just the principal mission. This is a 
Secretary of Defense form and is used by the Army and Navy. That 
is the reason that category is used. 

Colonel Ewranx. If you looked at the AMC book and looked up 
Wilkins or Mallory, there is no airfield connection there; it would be 
listed as a depot. 

Senator Stennis. Means it does have an airfield ? 

Colonel Ewpanx. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed to the next one. 


LAKE CHARLES AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 22d base to be considered is Lake Charles Air 
Force Base. Lake Charles, La., is located approximately 1 mile west 
of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC medium bomber and tanker 
aircraft operation and a TAC fighter-bomber mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the item in this program in the total amount of $179,000. 

The one (1) item in the program will provide for removal of flight 
hazards. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Lake Charles Air Force 
Base, Lake Charles, La. We are requesting $179,000 new authoriza- 
tion for this installation. No deficiency authorization is required. 
This is one item for hazard removal. 

Senator Srennis. You got all your furnishings last year or the 
year before for the B-47. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. This is a two-medium bomb wing 
B-47 station. 

Senator Stennis. What is the hazard? 

Colonel Ewrank. The hazard? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Colonel Ewpsank. This, Mr. Chairman, is in accordance with our 
agreement with the Lake Charles civilian populace to move the civilian 
terminal off the Lake Charles Air Force Base on to the municipal field 
which they are constructing. 

Once this is taken care of, we will be able to terminate the joint 
use of Lake Charles Air Force Base and get the civilian operation out 
and on to their own municipal field where they desire to be. 

Senator Srennis. Couldn't they just moye it if they wanted to? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, but they have improvements now on Lake 
Charles Air Force Base. If they vacate those, they expect the Air 
Force to remunerate them so they can set up their own. 

Senator Stennis. But you say removal of hazard? 
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Colonel Ewsanx. The reason we do that is because this is the only 
way, we can express such an item in our IBM machines, Senator 
Stennis. It comes under that category. 

General Ren'rz. I think it is the wrong nomenclature. Even though 
the light civilian aircraft utilizing these runways do not have two-way 

‘adios and they are a hazard to the aircraft operating off the base 

Senator Stennis. Well, getting the rabbits out of the way would be 
the removal of a hazard, to some extent. This shows how resourceful 
you are. 

Senator Case. Are you going to use the hangars or storage shed or 
gas outlets for Air Force purposes 4 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. Everything that is taken over by the 
Air Force on the Air Force installation will be used by the Air Force. 

Senator Case. What will you use the air passenger terminal for ? 

Colonel Ewsank. I don’t know, Senator. 

Colonel McDonavp, That passenger terminal is just about as big as 
from that bookcase to the end of the room. So-called hangars are 
ramshackled things that were built long ago. 

Senator Casr. The description of the project says: 





This provides for the purchase of improvements located in the civilian mu- 
nicipal airport. 

Colonel McDonatp. They have runways and a side strip. 

Senator Case (reading) : 

The improvements consist of 10 structures, with a breakdown as follows: 1 
air passenger terminal, 1 vehicle storage shed, 3 hydrant avgas outlets with 
tanks, 7 hangars. 

Colonel McDonanp. The terminal is about this big. It is rather 
modern, having been built in the last 5 years. It is small and I imag- 
ine we have to pick it up. 

Senator STENNIS. What did you say about the hangars? 

Colonel McDonatp. They are very ramshackle built, you see, on a 
civilian field that hasn't been touched for m: aybe 15 years. There are 
little airplanes in there. You can put three small airplanes in one of 
them, and that is about it. 

Senator Casr. What was the agreement between the city of Lake 
Charles and the Air Force when you went in there / 

Mr. James. The Calcasieu Parish floated a municipal bond which 
provided funds in the amount of $2 million for the donating of land. 
They agreed to donate certain land to the Air Force at this location 
and a portion of the agreement was that the parish would build a 
hew municipal airport and the old airport buildings would be pur- 
chased by the Air Force at a later date. When the Air Force purchases 
these buildings, the parish will agree to donate the land comprising 
the airport to the Air Force. The parish completed most of the dona- 
tions of other land at this time. 

Senator SrenNis. Did we agree to pay for the buildings ? 

Mr. James. I haven't seen a specific agreement, Senator. 

Senator STENNIs. Well, let’s get it in here. 

Senator Case. This is the site, Mr. Chairman, where we have twice 
moved a highway and a railroad or something or that sort. 

Senator STrennis. That is right. 

Colonel Ewsank. That is right. 
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Senator Cass. So that the particular site has been paid for, so to 
speak, many times in the extra expense we have had in removing local 
improvements. The town is now built up all around it. 

enator Srennis. There was considerable question whether we 
should have gone into that on this scale, in the first place. 

(The following information was subsequently furnished and is 
printed below :) 


LAKE CHARLES AIR ForcE BASE 


On May 3, 1955, recognizing the Air Force requirements at Lake Charles for a 
multipurpose operational facility, the parish adopted and approved a resolution 
whereby they agreed to donate to the Government all of the lands contained in 
the civilian area which had not previously been covered by previous agreements, 
subject to the following conditions: 

(a) The land will be donated only after the new civilian airport has been com- 
pletely constructed and all parties have been able to move to a new facility. 

(6) The United States Government will pay for all buildings and improve- 
ments located within the limits of the civilian area. 

An interim agreement for joint use of the base, dated April 5, 1956, was entered 
into between the parish and the Government, concerning use of the various facili- 
ties at the installation by civil aviation after the lands at the base have been 
deeded to te Government and prior to the final construction of a new civilian air- 
port for civilian aviation. This agreement contained a provision whereby the 
Air Force agreed to pay for all buildings located within the limits of the civilian 
area which were constructed with non-Federal funds, subject to availability of 
congressional authorization and appropriation for the acquisition. 

The appraised value of the 10 buildings in question is $179,000 which is the 
amount being requested in the Air Force fiscal year 1958 military construction 
program. 

LARSON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 23d base to be considered is Larson Air Force 
Base, Moses Lake, Wash., is located approximately 4 miles south, south- 
east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation, an Air Defense fighter-interceptor mission, and an 
ADC direction-finding center. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program amounting to $13,112,000. 

Six items support the SAC bomber and tanker mission and include 
runway extension; aircraft parking apron, hydrant fueling facilities; 
demineralized water storage; and storage facilities for conventional 
and classified ordnance weapons (items 1, 2,3, 5, 6, et cetera). 

One item is included to provide aircraft shelters for the Air Defense 
Command mission (item 4). 

The remaining item is a service club (item 8). 

Colonel Ewrank. The next one, on page 245, is Larson Air Force 
Base, Moses Lake, Wash. 

We are requesting $1,112,000 of new authorization at this installa- 
tion, plus $473 of deficiency authorization. 

Mr. McCroup. The principal reason for that deficiency was the in- 
crease in the hospital from $1,657,000 to $2,123,000. 

Colonel Ewrnank. Larson was one of the three bases, as pointed out 
by Colonel Darby, during the SAC briefing, with the change in mission. 
This base will take a medium bomb wing now. The items that we are 
asking for in this program will support that mission. The principal 
items are extension to the primary runway, additional parking apron 
for the aircraft and hydrant refueling. 
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Senator Stennis. This isin Washington ? 

Mr. BeLiev. Yes. 

Colonel Ewranx. The other item to take care of this mission, Mr. 
Chairman, is a service club. They have a 9,600-square-foot theater of 
operation type building that they are using. It is in very bad condi- 
tion and we intend to dispose of this building as soon as something else 
is made available in the way of a service club. 

Senator Srennis. Senator,do you have anything on this? 

Senator Case. No question. 

Senator STENNIs. Next item. 


LAUGHLIN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 24th base to be considered is Laughlin Air 
Force Base. Del Rio, Tex., is located approximately 7 miles west of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a strategic reconnaissance mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the item in this program amounting to $250,000. 

The one item included for this base will provide for the strengthen- 
ing of a portion of the existing runway. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 255, Mr. Chair- 
man, Laughlin Air Force Base, 7 miles from Del Rio, Tex. 

We are asking $250,000 in new authorization for this installation. 
No deficiency authorization is required. 

There is one item for the strengthening of 1,000 feet on the end 
of the primary runway. It provides for the removal of 1,000 feet of 
asphalt pavement and replacing it with 1,000 feet of portland con- 
crete cement to prevent jet blast erosion and jet fuel spillage. 

Senator Stennis. You don’t build them with asphalt any more? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All your new construction is cement, isn’t it? 

Colonel Ewrank. All the new construction that is heavy duty is 
portland cement; is that correct? 

Colonel EpmMonns. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Any questions? 

Senator Case. No questions. 

Senator Stennis. Next item. 


LINCOLN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 25th base to be considered is Lincoln Air Force 
Base. Lincoln, Nebr., is located approximately 3 miles south-south- 
east of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler 
aircraft operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the item in this program for a total amount of $37,000. 

The one item included for this base provides for additional land 
acquisition. 

Colonel Ewrank. The next installation is on page 257, Lincoln Air 
Force Base, Lincoln, Nebr. 

Senator Stennis. A little piece of land. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Next installation. 
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LOCKBOURNE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renz. The 26th base to be considered is Lockbourne Air 
Force Base, Columbus, Ohio, is located approximately 11 miles north- 
northwest of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler air- 
craft operation and an air-defense fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with regard 
to the items contained in this program amounting to a total of 

$2,364,000. 

A special weapons training facility and storage facilities for classi- 
fied ordnance weapons are inc cluded to support the SAC mission (items 
Yand 4). 

Four items included in the programs are provided for the ADC 
mission. These items include: aircraft shelters, ordnance storage 
facilities, and electrification for ground support equipment (items 
1,3,5,and 6). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Lockbourne Air Force 
Base at Columbus, Ohio. 

We are asking $2,364,000 of new authorization plus $2,928,000 of 
deficiency authorization. 

Senator STennis. We don’t like these deficiencies. Whenever you 
come here and tell us what you need and we give it to you, you are 
supposed to build within those limits, unless it is something extra. 

Mr. McCtoup. Most of the deficiencies are in the pavements. The 
primary runway increased from $1,112,000 to $3,700,000, ‘The taxi- 
way apron access from $1,104,000 to $1,230,000, and the taxiway run- 
way access from $164,000 to $375,000. 

Senator Srennis. Explain the first increase, that pavement. 

Mr. McC Loup. That increase from $1,112,000 to $3,700,000 is the 
latest working estimate that the district engineer gave us. 

Senator Srenntis. 300 percent increase / 

Mr. McCoup. Yes sir. 

Senator Stennis. The same type of pavement ? 

Mr. McCuovup. That was heavy duty before and this is the same; 
yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Think of that. 300 percent increase. 

Colonel EpmMonps. I am not positive, but I think it was brought 
about by the change of criteria from 100,000-pound pavement to 240,- 
000-pound pavement. 

Senator Stennis. We had some of that yesterday, but it wasn’t that 
large an increase. 

Colonel Epmonps. This is for 233,333 square yards, which is a good 
size. 

Mr. McCiovup. The cost is less than $16 a square yard. 

Senator Stennis. The increase is bound to come about if the spec- 
ifications are stepped up. What is your regular additional item ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The main item here, Mr. Chairman, is for the 
aircraft. shelters for the Air Defense Command, fighter-interceptor 
unit, and the SAC special classified storage area 

-_ ‘kbourne, again, is in the same category that Forbes was in, 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 
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LORING AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 27th base to be considered is Loring Air Force 
Base, Limestone, Manie, is located approximately 4 miles southeast 
of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber home base, 
medium refueler aircraft operation, aviation depot operation, air- 
ways air communications, and an ADC fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program amounting to $7,300,000. 

Two items included for support of the home base requirements are 
blast deflectors, and modification of existing hydrant fueling system 
(items 3 and 4). 

One item is included to provide additional operational and reserve 
aviation fuel storage (item 10). 

Eleven of the items programed are required to accommodate <e- 
ployment of an ADC fighter-interceptor mission to this base. 'These 
items include: Parking apron; aircraft arresting barriers at the ends 
of the runway; aircraft shelters and alert facilities; a flight simulator 
training buil ing: maintenance facilities; ammunition storage and 
assembly facilities; and electrification for ground support equipment 
(items 1, 2,5, 6, 7,8, 9, 11, 12, 14, and 15). 

The remaining item will provide additional food cold-storage space 
for the base (item 13). 

—olonel Ewspanx. Loring Air Force Base at Limestone, Maine. We 
are requesting $7,822,000 of new authorization at this installation. No 
deficiency authorization is required. 

Mr. Chairman, we have an increase in the mission here. This in- 
crease is the fighter-interceptor squadron which has been added to the 
present mission. 

Senator Srennis. Well, what is your main item here in this in- 
crease? You have an apron for $900,000. 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. Apron, blast deflectors and a modifica- 
tion of the hydrant system caused by the switch from the B-36 to the 
B-52. The aircraft shelters for the ‘fighter interceptors, alert hangar, 
maintenance hangar, and the GAR-1 and classified storage facilities 
are required for the fighter interceptor units. The majority of this 
program of $7 million here, is in support of this fighter interceptor 
squadron. 

Senator STeENNis. You don’t have new pavement here, not very much 
anyway. 

Colonel Ewsanx. No, sir; except for the apron. 

Senator STennis. You have a double portion of this deflector blast, 
it seems. 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir, because we have—— 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. If there is no objection, we will go to the next 
item. 


MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE 
General Renz. The 28th base to be considered is MacDill Air Force 


Base. Tampa, Fla. is located approximately 1 mile north-northeast 
of the base. 
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The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler air- 
craft operation, ADC fighter-interceptor training, and ADC tow tar- 
get mission. : 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $936,000. 

Two items included in the program are to support the ADC fighter- 
interceptor operation mission and include: ammunition storage and 
assembly facilities; and electrification for ground support equipment 
(items 3 and 4). 

The other two items are for base support and consist of a photo- 
graphic laboratory and flight simulator training building (items 1 
and 2). 

Golnel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 286, MacDill 
Air Force Base, Tampa, Fla. 

Weare requesting $936,000 in new authorization for this installation. 
No deficiency authorization is required. 

At this installation we also have a change in mission. We have a 
weapon employment center coming in here in lieu of the B-47 wing 
which is going out and the items in this program are in support of 
the Air Defense Command Weapons Employment Center mission. 

Senator Stennis. All right, if there are no questions we will pro- 
ceed. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I notice one of the items is for a photo- 
graphic laboratory. Does this come about because of the new mission ? 
What is the requirement ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes. They will be doing a great deal of aerial 
gunnery work out over the gulf range. Each of the aircraft on their 
gunnery missions carries an aerial camera. On return to the base, 
this film is processed in the laboratory that we are asking for. The 
film is evaluated and so the pilots can see what happened and what 
the results were. 

Senator Stennis. The next installation. 


MALMSTROM AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 29th base to be considered is Malmstrom Air 
Force Base. Great Falls, Mont., is located approximately 5 miles 
west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium refueler aircraft opera- 
tion and an Air Defense fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information concern- 
ing the items in this program amounting to $3,518,000. 

Five items programed in support of the SAC tanker missions in- 
clude widening of taxiway apron access pavement; stabilization along 
the edge of existing taxiways; modification of existing fueling facili- 
ties and provisions for additional hydrant fueling systems; and addi- 
tional aviation fuel storage (items 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6). 

The remaining three items are included for the fighter-interceptor 
mission. These items provide arresting barriers at each end of the 
runway, ammunition storage facilities, and electrification for ground 
support equipment (items 3, 7, and 8). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Malmstrom Air Force 
Base, 5 miles from Great Falls, Mont. We are requesting $3,518,000 
of new authorization at this installation plus $350,000 of deficiency au- 
thorization. 
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Mr. McCioup. That deficiency is made up by the increase in the four 
aircraft shelters from $300,000 to $831,000. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Ewsank. The items in this program are taxlway apron 
access, a taxiway runway access which is shoulder stabilization, hy- 
drant refueling, and the modification of the existing system plus air 
defense storage for ammunition. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case, do you have any questions on this? 

Senator Case. I was just wondering about the taxiway runway access 
stabilization. Is there any need for that now that hasn’t existed over 
the past 5 years / 

Colonel Ewnanx. Yes, sir. At Malmstrom, up until now, the mis- 
sion has been a fighter type. 

Senator Case. Conventional ? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir; jet fighters. They have also had a few 
\XC-29's or 50’s to support some of these fighters. The mission is being 
changed to all tankers and this item provides shoulder stabilization of 
25 feet on each side of the 75-foot taxiway. 

Senator Srennis. Anything further ? 

Senator Casr. No. 

Senator Srennts. Next item. 


MARCH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 30th base to be considered is March Air Force 
Base, Riverside, Calif., and is located approximately 9 miles north- 
east of the base. 

The headquarters for the Strategic Air Command’s Fifteenth Air 
Force is located at this base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC medium bomber and re- 
fueler aircraft operation, and TAC heavy troop carrier aircraft and 
strategic support mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,347,000. 

One item is included in the program to support the medium bomber 
and tanker mission. This item provides for an alternate communica- 
tions center. 

The other two items provide additional messing facilities for air- 
men and additional quarters for officers (items 3 and 4). 

Colone] Ewrank. The next installation is March Air Force Base 
on page 301. We are requesting $2,347,000 of new authorization at 
this installation. No deficiency authorization is required. 

Senator Srennts. The first item there, the alternate communication 
center ? - 

Colonel Ewrank. That is an alternate communication center. We 
call it a command communication center, Mr. Chairman, for the Fif- 
teenth Air Force. It will be located off base. We have a map here 
showing the location. It is classified, but if you would desire to see 
it, Mr. Chairman, I will show you where it is. 

Senator Srennts. Discussion off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Stennis. May we meet tomorrow at 10? 

Senator Casr. Let’s make it 10: 30. 

Senator Stennis. 10:30 tomorrow. 
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Senator Casz (presiding). On this project we were just discussing, 
that Government-owned land you expect to use 

Colonel Ewsanx. We expect to use public domain Jand, Govern- 
ment-owned land, 

Senator Casr. On page 205, you are asking for some officers’ quar- 
ters. You have some at March now; haven’t you ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir; we have a requirement for 227 bachelor 
officers’ spaces and we have 123 there. However, only 26 of the 123 are 
in good condition. 

Senator Casr. What is the next project ? 





MOUNTAIN HOME AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 31st base to be considered is Mountain Home 
Air Force Base. Mountain Home, Idaho, is located approximately 10 
miles northeast of the base. 

The planned use of the base is for medium bomber and refueler air- 
craft operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the items in this program in the total amount of $2,022,000. 

The four items included in this base program provide an installa- 
tions engineer maintenance shop, airmen dormitories to replace tem- 
porary substandard barrac ks, recreational facilities, and expansion 
of central heating systems (items 1,2,4,and 5). 

Colonel Ewnank. The next project is on page 306, Mr. Chairman, 
Mountain Home Air Force Base. 

We are requesting $2,022,000 in new authorization for this instal- 
lation plus $543,000 of deficiency authorization. 

Senator Case. Why do you need a dormitory ? 

( ‘olonel Ewnanx. This is part of the replacement program. 

General Ren'rz. These are theater of operation type dormitories. 
They are not even mobilization type, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Casr. But you actually have capacity in excess of require- 
ments at this time? 

Colonel Ewrann. Yes, sir. We require only 2,228 and we have 
2,708 existing. But all of the temporary existing facilities there are 
the T /O type, exactly as you see. 

Mr, BeLrev. Were they built in 1942? 

General Rentz. 1941. 

Senator Case. You are asking for a gymnasium. What do you 
have now ? 

Colonel Ewspank. Here is a picture of that. We have a theater of 
operations building, a tar-paper shack. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is 52 miles from Boise? 

Colonel Ewpank. 50 miles. 

Senator Casr. The next project. 


OFFUTT AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. Thirty-second base to be considered is Offutt Air 
Force Base. Omaha, Nebr., is approximately 8 miles north-northwest 
of the base. 

The headquarters for the Strategic Air Command is located at this 
base. 
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The planned use of this base is also for SAC refueler aircraft 
operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $7,681,000. 

Fifteen items are included in the program to support the tanker 
mission. These items include: shoulder stabilization of existing taxi- 
ways; additional pavements for parking apron and access to vag 
docks; a warm- up holding pad; blast deflectors; fueling facilities; 
squadron operations building; maintenance docks; modification obs a 
portion of the field maintenance hangar; replacement of the auto 
maintenance and storage facilities; replacement of the installations 
engineer facilities; storage for — alized water; and acquisition 
of land (items 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 
19 and 26). 

Five items are for base support consisting of a chapel educational 
wing, utilities to support the items in this program, additional sani- 
tary sewage facilities, a road and acquisition of land (items 21, 22, 
23, 24, ¢ and : 25). 

The other items provides additional dormitories for airmen (item 
19), 

Colonel Ewnank. The next project is on page 312, Mr. Chairman, 
Offutt Air Force Base. We are requesting $7,681,000 of new authori- 
zation for this installation plus $458,000 of deficiency authorization. 

The mission here is for a refueler unit, Mr. Chairman, and the ma- 
jority of the items, are in support of the KC-135 tanker squadron. 

Mr. BeLirv. Not so much in support, as it is the headquarters func- 
tion. 

Colonel Ewsank. The dormitory airmen item is in support of not 
only the headquarters, but is in support of the SAC mission, as well. 

The only place they can be located is where we presently have the 
installation engineer facility and the auto maintenance facility which 
are presently in the old buildings and in some of the old stables of 
Camp Crook. They will be r azed and the dormitories will be placed 
in that area. 

Mr. BeLirv. You have to build dormitories for the refueling mis- 
sion ? 

Colonel Ewnank. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLirv. So you might as well build sufficient to handle the 
whole base: is that your theory ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. We require 3,009 spaces and we have 
2,236 on the base now. 

Senator Case. Is this the first time that you provide any facilities 
for your refueling units at Offutt / 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. 

General Renrz. The initial increment was in 1957, Senator Case, 
and this finishes the balance for the tanker unit. 

Senator Casr. I notice a $1,285,000 for dormitories, What is the 
capacity of that ? 

Colonel Ewsank. 600 spaces. 

Mr. BeLrev. That still leaves a deficiency ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir, about 200 spaces. 

Senator Casr. Why do you need an auto maintenance facility and 
open auto storage / 








316 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Colonel Ewrank. Mr. Chairman, they are utilizing the old Camp 
Crvok stables that were built back in the 1800’s. These facilities are 
located in an area of the base which, under the master plan is where 
the airmen’s dormitories should go. These industrial facilities will be 
located in another location. 

Senator Case. Do you have a plan, or sketch, showing this? 

Colonel Ewpanx. Yes. | 

Mr. BeLiev. If you didn’t get approval for the order of mainte- 
nance and order of open storage, there wouldn’t be any use getting ap- 
proval for the dormitories. 

Colonel Ewrank. No, we wouldn’t be able to put the dormitories in 
unless we replanned the base. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Case. Looking at the sketch, it would appear that there 
might be room for the dormitories elsewhere without moving these 
facilities. 

General Renz. Senator, I don’t know where you would put them 
if we didn’t locate them in that area. 

Senator Case. What is the project on page 327 ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Installation engineer building, Senator Case. 

Senator Casr. That, and also the other installation engineer build- 
ing on the opposite page, are replacements ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. Those are replacement items; yes, sir. 

Senator Cass. They are also buildings that would be moved in case 
this program were approved ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, the item on page 326 is the replacement for 
the facility located in the dormitory area that is programed for re- 
moval to make room for the dormitories in this program. 

Senator Case. Is that true also with respect to the maintenance shop 
on page 328, and the covered storage on page 329 ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. Again it states right there that they 
are in the dormitory area and must be removed. 

Senator Cass. Also for the storage shed on 330? 

Colonel Ewsank. All of the installation engineer items are exactly 
in the same area. : 

Senator Case. And are replacements ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That is correct. 

Senator Case. If you found another place for the dormitories, you 
wouldn’t have to move all these ? 

Colonel Ewxrank. Sir, these are in very poor condition, and they 
will have to be replaced. 

Senator Case. Suppose you were to ask headquarters at Offutt if 
they couldn’t place the dormitories elsewhere? Some of these items 
probably should be replaced now, but they wouldn’t all need to be re- 
placed at this time, if it weren’t for getting the space for the dormi- 
tories. 

Colonel Ewsank. There is the installation engineer maintenance 
shop which is the biggest one, and the better of the buildings. Some 

of the others are the old Camp Crook stables. 

Senator Case. What were the Camp Crook stables constructed of / 

Colonel Ewnank. Some of them were constructed of old red brick. 

Senator Casr. The same type of brick that provides some of the 
officers’ quarters there ? 
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Colonel Ewsank. I am not sure, Senator Case, whether it is the 
sametype. They look similar. 

Mr. BeLiev. On the surface it is a little peculiar because you have 
to remove almost a million dollars of other facilities in order to con- 
struct the dormitory. If these facilities are not approved then the 
dormitory couldn’t be constructed. 

General Rentz. Some of the buildings like the installation engineer 
administration building have 10-year life construction constructed 22 
years ago. That could not be called a very substantial structure at 
this time, even though we weren’t going to build a dormitory there, we 
would have to replace it because it is not economically feasible to keep 
it ina state of repair. 

Mr. BeLrev. Is this generally true with most of these facilities that 
are being removed from the proposed dormitory area ? 

General Rentz. The installation engineer’s administration, pave- 
ment and ground building ? 

Colonel Ewsank. The maintenance shop was constructed in 1941, 

Senator Case. You also have a land acquisition project in the amount 
of $60,000 on page 340, 125 acres. Will any of that land be used for 
the dormitory or any of these other facilities I mentioned ? 

Colonel Ewsanxk. No, sir. The 125 acres, Senator Case, is actually 
for the tanker squadron. 

Senator Case. Next project. 


PINECASTLE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 33d base to be considered is Pinecastle Air 
Force Base. Orlando, Fla., is located approximately 8 miles north- 
west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber aircraft opera- 
tion, a strategic support mission, and an Air Defense fighter-inter- 
ceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed inform: ation regard- 
ing the items in this program amounting to a total of $3,271, 000. 

‘Allseven items in this base program w ill provide support for the Air 
Defense mission being deployed in this location. These items in- 
clude: aircraft arresting barriers; alert facilities; ammunition stor- 
age and assembly fac ilities; electrification for ground support equip- 
ment; and restrictive land easement acquisition in conjunction with 
alert facilities (items 1 through 7). 

Colonel Ewsnank. Next installation is Pinecastle Air Force Base on 
page 341. We are requesting $3,271,000 in new authorization for this 
installation. We require no deficiency authorization. There is an 
added mission at Pinecastle in this program, Mr. Chairman, of a 
he io emg Sage squadron. Al] the items in this program totaling 
$3.271,000 are in direct support of this fighter-interceptor squadron. 

Mr. BeLiev. Is the hangar alert the same standard item we saw 
before? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLirv. Ammunition storage the same? 

Colonel Ewnank. Same thing. 

Senator Casr. Next project. 
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PLATTSBURG AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 34th base to be considered is Plattsburg Air 
Force Base. Plattsburgh, N. Y., is located approximately 1 mile 
northeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler air- 
craft operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program to a total of $231,000. 

The two items contained in this base program are: demineralized 
water storage, central heating plant for family housing area, and a 
roadway overpass structure to carry base traffic over U. S. Highway 
No. 9 (items 1 and 4). 

Colonel Ewsank, The next base, Mr. Chairman, is on page 350, 
Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg, N. Y. We are requesting 
$231,000 of new authorization at this installation plus $256,000 of defi- 
ciency authorization. 

Senator Cask. The road bridge for $181,000—why does the Air 
Force build the road bridge? 

Colonel Ewnank. Mr. Chairman, this is a bridge to cross State 
Highway No. 9, from the new area into the Plattsburg barracks area. 
You recall that the old army installation was made up of the old 
Plattsburg barracks. We are using all of those facilities, and to get to 
the new area where the airfield is located, you must cross this highway. 
We have pictures showing the traffic congestion. 

Senator Casr. I am not questioning the need for it, but why must it 
be the responsibility of the Air Force to build the bridge / 

Colonel Ewnank. Because this is on the base, not off base. 

Senator Case. That makes a good record. 

Colonel Ewnank. We cannot charge it to the Bureau of Publie 
Roads. 

Senator Cask. Next item. 


PORTSMOUTHELE AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 35th base to be considered is Portsmouth Air 
Force Base. Portsmouth, N. H. is located approximately 214 miles 
west of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler 
operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,344,000. 

Five items are included in the program for base support and in- 
clude storage for demineralized water: additional water supply facili- 
ties; and acquisition of land (items 1, 4,5,6,and 7). 

The other item provides for a new base chapel (item 2). 

Colonel Ewnank. The next installation is Portsmouth Air Force 
Base on page 355. We are requesting $2,344,000 of new authorization 
plus $59,000 of deficiency authorization. 

Senator Case. I notice the principal item is $1,790,000 for a water 
supply. What do you have for water supply now / 

Colonel Ewsank. Mr. Chairman, when we built Portsmouth, we 
agreed with the city that we would provide the city with as much water 
‘is required since we took part of their watershed to develop our own 
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water supply. We stated that we would drill 6 wells which would pro- 
vide something like 2,170,000 gallons per day. We drilled those wells 
and the water output did not come up to the expected 2,170,000 gal- 
lons that the city of Portsmouth required. It is now necessary that 
we provide a water storage dam in this area so that we can provide 
not only for ourselves but to take care of our agreement with the city 
of Portsmouth. 

Senator Case. Has the city of Portsmouth been supplying water for 
the base then? 

Colonel Ewnank. We have been using the wells that the city used 
prior to the construction of the base. 

Senator Case. Has the Air Force had to pay for the water on a con- 
sumption basis / 

General Rentz. It is by service contract. 

Senator Case. By service contract / 

General Renvz. Yes. 

Colonel Epmonps. That is on a consumption basis, Senator. 

Senator Casr. When you construct the storage dam on Johnson 
Creek, will the water from that storage be for the air base or for the 
city of Portsmouth? 

Colonel Ewsank. It will be for the air base, and it will take care 
of the 2 million gallon per day requirement for the city of Portsmouth. 

Senator Case. Will that relieve the demand on the Portsmouth 
wells? 

Colonel Ewnank. If the wells we drilled for Portsmouth will prbd- 
vide them 600,000 gallons per day now, then the reservoir will only 
need to provide one million four or five hundred thousand gallons 
per day. 

Senator Case. Who will operate the storage dam? 

Colonel Ewrank. The Air Force will operate the storage dam. I 
don’t know whether it will be civilian operated. Do you know, Colonel] 
Kdmunds ¢ 

Colonel EpmMonps. I am sorry, I didn’t hear you. 

Colonel Ewsnank. Once the Air Force has the dam constructed, it 
will be our dam, and we will operate it. Will it be civilian or contract 
operated ¢ 

Colonel EpmMonps. I don't think that has been determined yet, 

Senator Case. When it is completed, will you be selling water to 
the city of Portsmouth 4 

Colonel Eweank. No. 

Mr. Gippens. | don't believe we will be selling water to the city of 
Portsmouth. When we acquired the base, the base itself covered the 
watershed and also four of the supply wells for the city that they 
formerly used. In acquiring that we made an agreement with the 
city to supply them with a certain amount of water. 

Senator Case. In return for using up their watershed ? 

Mr. Ginpens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cask. You said an agreement was made at the time the 
base was established there ? 

Mr. Gippens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Next project. 
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SCHILLING AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 36th base to be considered is Schilling Air 
Force Base. Saline, Kans., is located approximately 4 miles northeast 
of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber and refueler air- 
craft operation, and an Air Defense fighter-interceptor mission, 

The committee has been provided with detailed information regard- 
ing the items in this program amounting to a total of $3,892,000. __ 

Eight items in this base program will provide support for the Air 
Defense mission being deployed in this location. These items include 
aircraft shelters; alert facilities; ammunition storage and assembly 
facilities; electrification for ground support equipment; perimeter 
fencing and acquisition of land for the siting of alert facilities (items 
1,2,3,4,5,8,and 9). 

The other two items, required for normal base support, provide for 
a new chapel education wing and facilities for an officers’ open mess 
(items 6 and7). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Schilling Air Force Base 
on page 364, Mr. Chairman, located at Saline, Kans, 

We are requesting $3,892,000 of new authorization for this installa- 
tion. We have a new mission here similar to the change at Pinecastle, 
which is the addition of one fighter interceptor squadron. 

Senator Casr. Does the change in mission result in a requirement for 
an officers’ mess ? 

Colonel Ewrank. This is a replacement item and would be in the 
program, Mr. Chairman, whether this mission came in or not. It is a 
replacement of an old mobilization building, of 11,000 square feet, 
with wood framing on the outside that has deteriorated to the point 
where continual and costly maintenance is necessary. 

Senator Case. Next project. 


TRAVIS AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 37th base to be considered is Travis Air Force 
Base, Fairfield, Calif., is located approximately 6 miles west of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber home base,. 
military air transport operations, and air defense fighter interceptor 
operation. It will also serve as the Pacific Division Headquarters for 
the Military Transport Command. 

The committee has been furnished with detailed information con- 
cerning the items in this program in the total amount of $3,528,000. 

Three items are included in support of the SAC heavy bomber 
home base requirements. These items consist of modification of exist- 


ing hydrant fueling system to provide additional outlets and storage; - 


blast deflectors; and utilities and supporting appurtenances for air- 
craft maintenance docks (items 1, 2, and 3). 

Two items which are programed for the air defense mission are am- 
munition storage and electrification for ground support equipment 
(items 4and 8). 

The remaining item will provide an open mess, NCO (item 7). 

Colonel Ewrsank. The next installation is on page 376, Travis Air 
Force Base, Fairfield, Calif. 
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Senator Casg. Is this a change in mission, or is this in process? 

Colonel Ewrank. It is in process. 

Senator Casg. I notice the items are blast deflector, and fuel hydrant 
storage, characteristic of most of these. 

Colonel Ewspanx. These are all restricted to this program. 

Senator Casr. The next item. 


TURNER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 38th base to be considered is Turner Air Force 
Base, Albany, Ga., is located approximately 4 miles west-southwest of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC dispersal, TAC fighter 
bomber and refueler mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $8,628,000. 

Nine items in the program will provide support for the dispersal 
mission and include the widening and extending of runway; strength- 
ening of existing pavement to provide access to the parking apron 
and to the new maintenance docks; blast deflectors; maintenance 
docks: storage for demineralized water and special weapons; and 
acquisition of land for runway extension (items 1 through 9). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 386 Turner Air 
Force Base, Albany, Ga. 

This is 1 of the 6 installations in this year’s program where we are 
asking for the first increment for SAC dispersal of the heavy bomb 
squadron. 

Senator Casr. How far is Turner from the seacoast ? 

General Renz. Colonel Darby. 

Colonel Darsy. It is within 300 miles of the coast. I don’t have the 
exact mileage. I can show you the approximate location on the map. 

Senator Case. Where is it with relation to Dublin ? 

Colonel Darsy. It is northeast. I am sorry, it is a little southeast 
of Dublin. 

Senator Case. What has it been used for? 

Colonel Danny. Strategic fighter wing, sir, strategic fighter wings 
are going out of the program. 

Senator Case. Next project. 


WALKER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 39th base to be considered is Walker Air Force 
Base. Roswell, N. Mex., is located approximately 4 miles north of the 
base. 

The planned use of this base is for SAC heavy bomber home base, 
ADC fighter-interceptor operation, and TAC reconnaissance mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $9,697,000. 

Six items are included in this program to support the heavy bomber 
and tanker aircraft. These items provide parking stubs and an access 
thereto, blast deflectors, training facilities, and maintenance docks 
(items 1, 2,3, 5,6, and 7). 

Three items are included to support the air defense fighter-inter- 
ceptor mission. These items provide for ammunition storage and as- 
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sembly facilities, and electrification for ground support equipment 
(items 8, 9, and 16). 

The other seven items, required for normal base support, provide for 
a flight simulator building, a headquarters building, dormitory, and 
messing facilities for airmen, quarters for officers and nurses, and facil- 
ities for officers’ open mess (items 4, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 397, Mr. Chair- 
man, Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, N. Mex. 

We are requesting $9,697,000 of new authorization for this installa- 
tion, plus $2,057,000 of deficiency authorization. 

Mr. McCuiovp. The principal items making up that deficiency are 
800 units of dormitory space which increased from $1,100,000 to $1,482,- 
000 and a hospital which increased from $1,629,000 to $1,938,000. 

Senator Casz. Why do you have this large requirement for dormi- 
tories, $2,025.000 ? 

Colonel Ewsankx. Walker Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, is prob- 
ably the worst equipped station with respect to dormitories in the pro- 
gram today. We are replacing theater of operation buildings having 
outside latrines. 

General Rentz. It is one of our highest priorities on the replacement 
program, Senator Case. 

Mr. BeLrev. All of your facilities have outside latrines 

Colonel Ewnank. <A)) of the T/O facilities at Walker. 

General Rentz. There is an open-bay type (picture displayed). 

Colonel Ewrankx. When | speak about outside latrines, lam talking 
about the communal type that would take care of 2 or 3 barracks. 

Senator Case. And you have $1,010,000 for dining halls. 

Colonel Ewnank. That iscorrect. This again isa replacement item 
of old mobilization and one T/O structure. 

Mr. BeLarv. Was this an old Army base? 

Colonel Ewrank. No, sir. This was an Air Force base during 
World War II. 

Senator Case. Will this be one structure, the million dollar din- 
ing hall? 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. This will be two 800-men dining halls. 

Senator Case, I might say that Roswell is in the same category 
that Biggs was in. They had been left out in the cold with respect 
to replacements during the past several years, and here we are attempt- 
ing to get them started. 

Senator Case. And in addition to the million dollar dining hall, 
you want a half million dollar open mess for officers; is that correct / 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir. This officers’ mess at Walker is in a 
deplorable condition. It is an old theater of operations type build- 
ing. 

Walker, like Clovis during the war, was built mainly with theater 
of operations type structures. 

Senator Casr. Next project. 


WESTOVER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 40th base to be considered is Westover Air 


Force Base. Chicopee, Mass., is approximately 5 miles southwest of 


the base. 
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The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber home base, 
refueler aircraft operation, air rescue operations, and an air defense 
fighter-interceptor mission, 

The committee has been provided with detailed information ten- 
cerning the items contained in this program in the total amount of 
$1,901,000. 

Four items provide support for the heavy bomber and tanker air- 
craft. These items include : shoulder stabilization along edge of park- 
ing areas; blast deflectors; additional fueling facilities ; and a special 
weapons training facility (items 1, 2, 3 and 4). 

Electrification for ground support equipment is programed for 
the ADC mission (item 9). 

The remaining four items consist of: a base chapel and educational 
wing; airmen dormitories; and an additional base electrical switch- 
ing station (items 5, 6, 7, and 10). 

Colonel) Ewsank. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is West- 
over Air Force Base on page 415. We are requesting 31,901,000 of 
new authorization for this installation. 

No deficiency authorization is required, The main items here are 
hydrant refueling, one dormitory replacement and a base chapel. 

Senator Case. The dormitories are replacement ? 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir, replacement of mobilization-type dormi- 
tories. 

Mr, BeLirv. What will be your deficiency after you complete this 
construction ? 

Colonel Ewnank. We will still have a deficiency there, considering 
the substandard facilities. 

Mr. BreLizv. This quantity deficiency for 1,602 men on line 4, page 
121, indicates the c urrent. deficiency or the deficiency that will remain 
if you construct this. 

General Renrz. Current deficiency. 

Senator Case. Next project. 


WHITEMAN AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renrz. The 41st base to be considered is Whiteman Air 
Korce Base; Knobnoster, Mo., is located approximately 1 mile north of 
the base. 

The planned use of this base is for medium bomber operation. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $235,000. 

The two items included in the program are required for normal 
hase support. These items provide for runway approach lighting, 
and a new base chapel (items 1 and 2). 

Colonel Ewpank. The next installation is on page 426, Mr. Chair- 
man, Whiteman Air Force Base, located at Sedalia, Mo. We are re- 
questing $235,000 of new authorizations for this installation. No 
deficiency authorization is required. The main item here is for a 
base chapel. That is the last item. 

Senator Case. That concludes the SAC book ? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. The committee stands adjourned to 10:50 tomorrow 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 5:50 p. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
Thursday, May 23, at 10: 30 a. m.) 
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THURSDAY, MAY 23, 1957 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Minirary CONSTRUCTION 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:30 a. m., 
in room 212, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Stennis (presiding), Jackson and Case. 

Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Stennis. The committee will come to order, gentlemen. 

We will continue our hearings today, first with an open session 
and then an executive session if we may. 

We have with us today Mr. Joseph D. Tydings and Mr. Sam Clam- 
mer, representing Mr. John Huston. They are going to dies ‘uss cer- 
tain matters pertaining to proposed military family “housing at the 
Wendover Air Force Base in Utah. 

It is the committee’s understanding that the Air Force is requesting 
authorization in the amount of $1,217,000 for the purpose of con- 
structing 68 family housing units. 

Did you gentlemen come here from Utah to testify ? 

Mr. Typines. One of us did. 

Senator Stennis. Gentlemen, we are pressed for time. I wouldn’t 
limit you on your time. 

Mr. Typrnes. I think we could do it in 20 minutes or so, but we 
could cut it down. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN HUSTON, WENDOVER, UTAH, ACCOMPANIED 
BY JOSEPH D. TYDINGS AND SAM CLAMMER 


Senator Stennis. What is the point at issue ? 

Mr. Typtnes. The point at issue is whether or not—this is a perma. 
nent base at Utah—whether or not there is present adequate housing 
at Utah and whether or not the Air Force has violated certain verbal 
agreements during the past 2 years. 

Senator Stennis. Is this Capehart housing? 

Mr. Typrnes. This is base housing. Capehart housing was turned 
down. 

Senator Stennis. All right, appropriated funds. 

Well, will you gentlemen just wait until Senator Jackson gets here 
and we will proceed in our regular way on these bases and we will 
get to you shortly. 

That is a long word, shortly. 
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All right, let’s have order. 

General Rentz, you may proceed. 

General Rentz. The next command we come to, Mr. Chairman, is 
the Tactical Air Command. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


The mission of this command is to provide for Air Force coopera- 
tion with land, naval, and/or amphibious forces and operational 
training of Air Force units therefor. This program contains a re- 
quest for $27,713,000 for Tactical Air Command and provides facilities 
at 11 locations. 

Included within the Tactical Air Command total program are facili- 
ties to remove deficiencies in operational and base support items total- 
ing $14,314,000 facilities to accommodate SAC dispersal mission at 1 
location for $8,457,000 and facilities for ADC fighter-interceptor mis- 
sions at 3 bases costing $4,942,000, 

Again we are bringing up the fact that we don’t have pure com- 
mand bases, we have fighters and bombers and tactical aircraft on the 
same base. 

The first base we come to in TAC is Clovis Air Force Base. 


CLOVIS AIR FORCE BASE 


The first of these locations is Clovis Air Force Base. Clovis, N. Mex., 
is located 6.5 miles east northeast of the airbase. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this com- 
mand. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $2,149,000. 

All eight items are chee in support of a fighter-bomber mission. 
These items include: Vehicle maintenance shop, wing headquarters, 
troop housing and messing, noncommissioned officers’ open mess, 
water supply and treatment facility, and clearance easements for safe 
flying. 

Colonel Ewspank. At Clovis Air Force Base on page 10, located 
614, miles from Clovis, N. Mex., we are asking $2,149,000 of new au- 
thorization for this installation and no deficiency authorization is 
required. 

The principal items at Clovis are a wing headquarters, a dormi- 
tory for airmen, a dining hall, officers’ quarters, and a water treatment 
supply plant. 

This to a large extent is a replacement program, Mr, Chairman. 
Clovis Air Force Base as you know was constructed originally with 
theater of operations type structures. These structures have long 
outlived their usefulness. 

This is a part of the replacement program at this base. 

Mr. BeLrev. Didn’t you have a dining hall in last year’s program 
as well ? 

Colonel Ewan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. What deficiency will you have after you complete this 
one ? 

Colonel Ewrnank. This one will largely take care of our deficiency. 
This is a 400-man dining hall. We will still have a very small deficien- 
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cy of around a hundred spaces, but this will take care of the dining- 
hall problem at Clovis. 

Senator Stennis. What do you call this now, at this base, a fighter- 
bomb wing ? 

Colonel ey Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is not a bomber, is it, it is a definite defen- 
sive fighter to prota t the bomber ? 

Colonel Ewsank. No; this is an offensive fighter. 

Senator Stennis. What ? 

Colonel Ewpsank. It is an offensive type of aircraft used for an 
offensive mission. It is a single jet-engine-type aircraft, and it is 
used in a tactical role. 

Mr. BeLrev. Short range bombing missions ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Is this a plane that is coming in or going out ? 

Colonel Ewsank. This is the F-105 plane that is now coming in. 
It is the latest tactical-bombardment-type aircraft that we have. 

Senator Srennis. And what are you replacing there ? 

Colonel Ewnank. We are replacing the following items: A refuel- 
ing vehicle shop, wing headquarters, “dormitories for airmen, dining 
hall—— 

Senator Stennis. Yes: but I mean what kind of planes do you have 
there now / 

Colonel Ewnank. The type planes we have there now, are—— 

Colonel Darsy. F-100, they are equipping in there now. They 
are reequipping from the F—84 aircraft to the Century series. 

Senator Srennis. Is this F—105—B, is that what you call 100? 

Colonel Darsy. The F-105—B will be there in 1960. 

Senator Stennis. So you are taking out 1 type right today, putting 
in a type 2, but this ¢ onstruction program calls for taking that group 
2 out and putting in group 3, type 3 4 

Colonel Darby. It continues the modernization in the fighter-bom- 
ber role. 

Senator STENNIS. Yes. I want to know how fast you move. Be- 
fore you get one out your plan is to put that third one. 

Colonel Darrny. If the modernization—— 

Senator STeNNis. I don’t say that critically. We just want infor- 
mation here. 

Colonel Darry. It is my intent to provide that, 

Senator Srennis. I know. 

General Rentz. That’s right. There isn’t anything in this program 
that pertains solely to the support of airer: aft. These are all base 
facility-type items. As you know, C lovis is ts paper shack construc- 
tion, you might say, theater of operation. It was not mobilization 
type. It was theater of operations type. 

Senator Srennis. I have been there. They call it the land of the 
sky, land of sunshine. It is beautiful country out there. 

Anything else especially? Mr. Clerk, do you have anything? 

Mr. Br Lirv. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Do you have any further report from Senator 
Jackson ? 

Mr. BeLiev. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Next item. 
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General Rentz. The second of these locations is Donaldson Air 
Force Base. Greenville, S. C., is located 7.5 miles north-northwest 
of the airbase. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this com- 
mand and as host to a detached troop carrier squadron of CONAC 
Reserve. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $1,623,000. 

All four items are included in support of troop-carrier mission, 
These items include: base communications facility, male officers quar- 
ters, commissary store, and a service club. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is Donaldson Air Force 
Base, Greenville, S. C., on page 20. We are requesting $1,624,000 of 
new authorization for this installation. No deficiency authorization 
is required. 

The principal items we are asking for in this program are a 2 
communications facility, officers quarters, commissary store, and : 
service club for the airmen. 

Mr. BeLrev. How far from town is Donaldson ? 

Colonel Ewsank. It is located 7144 miles in a southerly direction 
from Greenville, S. C. 

Mr. BeLrev. Do you have a commissary store there now? 

Colonel Ewnanx. Yes; they are presently using 5,800 square feet 
of very inadequate warehouse space. They require an amount of 
14,500 square feet in order to adequately take care of their commissary 
function. When I use the word “in: idequate,” Iam referring primarily 
to the storage of cold foods that go along with the commissary. T hey 
ure presently using walk-in type reefers that are setting out in the 
open in this warehouse. We also would like to return the warehouse 
space to the storage of supplies. 

Mr. BeLirv. What would happen if you didn’t receive authoriza- 
tion for the commissary in this particular bill, and went on until next 
year without this money ? 

Colonel Ewnank. We would be required to continue to operate this 
inadequate commissary in a warehouse and continue living with a 
shortage of warehouse space. 

General Rentz. I would like to mention, Colonel BeLieu, that we 
are programing 260 Capehart units at this base which will in turn 
generate ¢ a larger commissary requirement. 

(Senator Jackson joined the hearing. ) 

Mr. BeLrev. Do you not have a service club now ? 

Colonel Ewnanx. Yes, sir; we are presently using 7,600 square feet 
of old mobilization construction. This is entirely inadequate for the 
special service functions for our young airmen located on this base. 
It is not large enough to accommod: ite the large gatherings that are 
associated with the special service function. 

Mr. BeLiev. Ww ill you still have a deficiency if you construct this 
officers quarters? 

Colonel Ewnank. Yes, sir; we will still have a deficiency. 

Mr. BeLrev. You have a deficiency of 144 spaces now. Will you 
subtract 60 from that and give us the deficiency ? } 

General Rentz. That’s r ight, 144 is the total requirement. 
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Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson, we have proceeded with about 
two items in a routine way. We had one for ovis, N. Mex., which 
illustrated how fast these programs changed. They have a ‘certain 
kind of fighter there now that I I understand they are getting out and 
bringing in type 2, and this is a building program for type 3 that will 

take the place of the present type 2. It shows how fast, these wheels 
turn. 

We deferred until you arrived a brief matter that will be presented 
by Mr. Tydings, and the other gentlemen. You gentlemen, will you 
come around? Occupy the two : chairs there. 

Senator Case will be in in a few minutes. 

Do you want to take the affirmative? Are you the plaintiff or are 
you the defendant ? 

Mr. Typinas. We feel we are the plaintiffs here, your honor. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here. This is an Air 
Force base you are going to discuss. 

Mr. Typtnas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You geritlemen can listen here. We will hear you 
in response. All right, Mr. Tydings. 

Mr. Typrncs. Senator Stennis, Senator Jackson, gentlemen of the 
Air Force. We will cut our time to 10 minutes in the interest of 
brevity. We have a complete exhibit documented which will bear out 
anything we say which we want to put in the record. We will just 
stress the strong points. I will spe: ak for a minute and a half and then 
ask my client, Mr. Huston, who is a young businessman from the 
West, to give you the facts which he was familiar with. 

Senator, we feel that the Air Force Base housing at Wendover, Utah, 
is an uncalled for expenditure at this time basically for three reasons. 
The first reason is that this Air Force base by the admission of the Air 
Force’s own officers is strictly a temporary one, sir. 

Secondly, and most important is that there is adequate housing at 
Wendover, Utah, today and you will find documented in our exhibits 
statements and telephone conversations from general officers, from 
colonels, from majors right on down telling my client, Mr. Huston, 
that this was a temporary ’ base, that if he would make certain expendi- 
tures which he has made to the extent of $169,000 with their stipulated 
word on it that they would not build competing base housing, there are 
today, Senator, 100 empty units sitting here to be used if. necessary. 

Senator STENNIS. Off the base ? 

Mr. Typtnes. They are right adjacent to the base whereas the pro- 
posed base housing which the Air Force will build will be 2% miles 
away with no public transportation to get back and forth. Without 
further ado, I would like to ask Mr. Huston, my client, to give you 
the exact 

Senator Jackson. What is the nature of the houisng that Mr. 
Huston has? 

Mr. Typrnes. He has concrete housing which was originally Lan- 
ham Act housing built in World War IT and occupied by the Hiro- 
shima bomb crew during the war. The base was discontinued as a per- 
manent base in 1946. Mr. Huston bought this vacant housing back 
in 1953 or 1954 and early in 1954 the Air Force came to him and asked 
him to rehabilitate this housing because they were going to make the 
base one which might be used for a year or two and reactivated and 
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Mr. Huston at that time said you build permanent housing to 
compete with me if I spend this money? All the colonels and one 
general in the telephone conversation said definitely “No,” this was 
purely a temporary base, we couldn’t build the base housing if we 
wanted to, if you will spend the money and rehabilitate your housing 
we will not do anything to compete with you and we will not ask for 
base or Capehart housing. On the strength of this action, Mr. Huston 
went ahead. He has not spent a nickel of revenue taken out of the 
Wendover housing since 1955 and he has put $81,000 of his own capital 
to rehabilitate these units. 

He has rehabilitated there 164 of them. 

1 would like Mr. Huston to tell you about it. 

Senator STENNIS. We are gl: ad to have you here, Mr. Huston. We 
want to know how these programs affect the local economy, and the 
people who have to pay the taxes. We want to know how this affects 
them. Anyway you just take your own time. 

Mr. Huston. This is a résumé and the following facts are docu- 
mented by 75 pages of text and exhibits in the hands of the committee. 

Wendover is a town of 1,000 people on the edge of the Great Salt 
Lake supported by tourists and the potash works (see picture). 

In 1955 I was asked to put existing vandalized housing into condi- 
tion with the promise that my apartments were adequate and would 
not be replaced. I was in the middle of a building program when 
Capehart housing came into existence. The Air Force attempted 
Capehart housing but could not meet the monetary limitations and 
now proposed to spend $1,217,000 to lift 68 families from their pres- 
ent apartments to new ones built by appropriations. 

This unnecessary expenditure, this duplication, is against the public 


interest and threatens me with great loss. It should not be built for 


the following reasons: 

The base is not permanent. The base was abandoned in 1946 and 
recently reactivated for training purposes with a housekeeping crew 
only. 

There are now 200 vacant housing units in a town of 425 dwell- 
ings. If the proposed housing is built, 60 percent of the town will be 
vacant. 

The present housing is adequate even though the entire improve- 
ments program has not been completed (because of the constant threat 
of base housing). 

(a) I have spent $189,000 doing what the Air Force asked me to do, 
as shown in exhibit 2 

(>) The apartments are substantially built with concrete floors, con- 
crete block walls, and partitions. Outside walls have sheet rock as a 
vapor barrier with insulation on outside walls and ceilings. They were 
legislated as Lanham Act Housing, but built like permanents. 

(c) The Air Force said the buildings were adequate from the be- 
ginning when they asked me to repair the buildings abandoned for 
10 years. 

(d) The Air Force later said they were adequate when added im- 
provements were requested (gas equipment and expanded apartments). 


See Air Force letters and a list of suggested improvements indicating 


this. 
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e) All the units meet the printed requirements of the Air Force 
except square footage. I have built 28 units which on the average 
meet all requirements including the square footage. 

(f) The expanded units (28 units already completed ) and the models 
substantially exceed the requirements of the Bureau of the Budget 
for Government personnel. (See exhibit 15.) 

4. The present cost to the military man is low. The following is 
the list of prices. Please note that utilities are largely owned by ‘the 


Air Force. 


Regular | Expanded 


3 bedrooms $55. 00 $70 
2 bedrooms 50. 00 | 
1 bedroom : 45. 00 
Efficiency ae ‘ 37. 50 
Cost of utilities monthly 

Electricity (Government owned, documented exhibit 19) -______________ $8, 34 
sn Se ; be tee pei tee cee Pad 7. VA eee 5. 0O 
Gas or oil heat (20 cents per gallon) .-.____-_______~- be et | Reeth ee 
Water (government. owned )..................- a tik ie ee nl ee 
Garbage___ ae es be ad — A Seiki pat od dtc kame iecee 1. 25 

as cacsis tha peocie Se eis : Sa ae ee Sear a 24. O09 


The apartments are not a mor: ale preble m. 

(2) In September 1955 I had every military tenant sign a state- 
ment as to whether he was satisfied with his apartment or not and what 
would make him satisfied. The following are the results. (See ex- 
hibits 7 and 8.) 


Satisfied as is_ ae schasobies (ile de wal eed bak pieced aan eae as ee 
Satisfied if improvements made____ ames Cid inci gts. ae ite ath nh 51 

Dissatisfied See Lae gereneld han bbredt dha dhe hataks oR ny soe BU Cte eer ae 
i, aE Oe ley oe Pree te ees oe A 2 iiss eked g keene ai 4 
Total_- I a ee i snitch gigas cas aAaetobegat Fe 


(6) In Ma ay 1956 I hired an independent market research organiza- 
tion to make a survey as shown in exhibit 20. The results out of 64 
military are as follows: 

Twenty-four were satisfied, 

Six were uncertain whether they wanted to move. 

Twenty-one wanted to move. The reasons they gave, however, 
were deficiencies which could be corrected (and would be under 
the proposed program). 

Fight preferred newly built quarters. 

Five wanted to move without giving reasons. 

Present housing has a number of features superior to the pro- 
posed housing. 

(a) It adjoins the base. (The proposed housing is 244 miles away 
in the desert with no public transportation. ) 

(4) It adjoins the shopping center. (See exhibit 12.) 

(c) The proposed progr am which will continue if the Air Force 
does not build housing, will provide expanded and improved housing 
for every military man 1 who requests it (not just 68). The specifica- 
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tions for the models are in exhibit 27. The plans are shown in ex- 
hibits 13a and 13b. 

_ I took over this housing in 1954. There were 56 occupants at the 
time. The housing was built as Lanham, it was scheduled or selected 
as Lanham, but was built as permanent housing—concrete floors, con- 
crete partitions, concrete walls, everything—you couldn’t knock it 
down with dynamite. 

The history of it was that after I purchased it for about a year, 
Colonel Mack of the Air Force came to me and said, “Will you fix up 
the housing? We are going to reactivate the base.” I asked how lone 
it would be reactivated. He said, “We don’t know, at least for 2 years 
and perhaps somewhat longer.” They did not tell me what I had to 
do except to take the housing which was completely vandalized at the 
time after being vacated for about 9 years, and they gave me no in- 
structions except put the housing into effect and we will not put up 
base housing. Idid this gradually along a period of time. 

Senator Stennis. Be as specific as you can. How long a time, 2 
years / 

Mr. Huston. No, Colonel Mack came to me in October 1954 and 
the first men came into the housing in May of 1955, about 6 months 
later. During that time for the next 3 months I accommodated about 
90 families or 100 additional families. Have I answered your ques- 
tion ? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. Huston. During this time while I was fixing this housing | 
heard rumors to the effect they were trying to get their own housing. 
This was denied by General Barnes and General Ferguson. I have 
the exact dates of the telephone calls and other things down in here. 
I think it is important to mention these things; that at the present 
time the Air Force says, “Mr. Houston, these houses, of course, we 
never would have considered them as adequate.” ‘These telephone 
calls, which I also have copies of, also to General Barnes, for example, 
state exactly when I talked to these people and that they have said it 
is all right. At the present time, later on, the head of the housing 
for the Air Force, Colonel Troutman, wrote me letters saying my hous- 
ing would be adequate if it were fixed up and repaired and properly 
managed. They now deny this, and say we have to build our own 
housing because your housing never can be adequate. However, we 
have negotiations for the period of 6 months—this was before Cape- 
hart came up, naturally. What happened was they said, “Yes; we 
like your housing. Yes; put it into effect; here is what we want you 
to do with it,” and, as soon as Capehart came into effect, they said, 
“Mr. Huston, we never said that.” That is the difficult part. 

Senator Jackson. What is the type of your housing? 

Mr. Huston. It is row housing. I have pictures here. 

Mr. Typrxes. Which we would like to put in the record. 

Senator Jackson. What is the objection to the housing indicated 
by the Air Force? 

Mr. Huston, They say, first of all, it is row housing. They want 
single-family dwellings. They are not specific on anything. They 
just say, “We don’t like it. We want our own.” Privately, they say 
something different. They say it is cheaper for us to own our own 
housing. I would like to bring up these particular points. 
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Senator Stennis. Make your own case in your own way. 

Mr. Huston. First, at the present time there are 425 units of hous- 
ing in this town, of which 200 are vacant; almost half the town is va- 
cant at the present time. 

Secondly, these houses are perfectly adequate for their purpose for 
the following reasons: Not only has the Air Force stated so verbally, 
but they also stated that they were adequate in writing as long as they 
are repaired and fixed up. That program for repair and remodeling 
and expanding these units—we have taken two units and made them 
into one—has been developed and slowed down because in the middle 
of our program of expansion, the Air Force has said, “We are going 
to build our own housing. Therefore there is no reason for you to go 
ahead.” We have put in writing exactly what we have done and what 
we are willing to do in further improvement of this property. 

It is not as fully improved as we would like to have it. But we have 
been slowed down because of this. The housing is adequate because 
it meets the requirements of the Air Force in all respects except its 
square footage of each of the units. We have remedied that by the 
expansion of these apartments. They have a set of rules by which 
they call it Air Force criteria, and we meet those criteria, 

They have some general things which they say should be: (a2) The 
housing should be healthy. They say it isn’t healthy because it is built 
in apartments in rows. “We want single-family dwellings,” they say. 
{ would like to add a brief statement there that the Bureau of the 
Budget, as you probably know, has also a eriteria for all personnel of 
the Government and they insist that all Government housing be built 
in rows. 

Senator Stennis. The Bureau of the Budget ? 

Mr. Huston. The Bureau of the Budget has a criteria for the hous- 
ing, and they insist all housing be built in rows. ‘The Air Force here 
says, “No; we want everything in single-family dwellings.” The 
houses are completely adequate, because they are well built out of con- 
crete and are completely insulated. I think there are a couple of other 
things. 

Senator Jackson. How many units do you have? 

Mr. Huston. 364. 

Senator Jackson. How many are rented ? 

Mr. Huston. 164. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

Senator Srennis. Let’s let him make his points. I am impressed 
with his case. 

Mr. Huston. They said these houses weren’t good enough for them. 
We got a statement from every single military man in that whole hous- 
ing project, and I have their statements here. ‘These particular ques- 
tionnaires asked the question, “Are you satisfied with your housing?” 
and it was either yes or no. I would be satisfied with my apartment 
if the following repairs were made. If he said “Yes,” so that we could 
have the question, “Are you satisfied, and, if you are not, what would 
make you satisfied?” I have every one of those down there. 

Senator Srennis. When did you do that? 

Mr. Huston. September 16, 1955. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to file those with the committee? 

Mr. Huston. If you would like to see them. 
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Senator STENNIs. We would like to have them. 

Senator Jackson. What was the result of those questionnaires ? 

Mr. Huston. The result of the survey is in this little brief you 
have right here. Of some 60 or 65 tenants that answered this, 25 per- 
cent were perfectly satisfied; over 65 percent were completely satis- 
fied if we would do certain things in the maintenance. This is at the 
very beginning when we were under construction, sir. At that time 
we had not completed this improvement program that I told you about. 
Some of them wanted cabinet doors. Some wanted a new refrigerator. 
They were not satisfied with the housing itself. That will show you 
right here, and in here also is a complete breakdown of what every 
single person said about the apartments. 

Senator Stennis. That isa summary of what you have here. 

Mr. Huston. That’s right. I have that right in here as an exhibit. 

Senator STENNIs. Following on with that 65 percent, while you 
are on that point, what about the other 35 percent; what did they say ¢ 

Senator Jackson, 10 percent. 

Mr. Huston. I will give you the exact figure. Twenty-five percent 
were already completely satisfied, and there were 5 out of 60 that were 
completely dissatisfied. That is less than 10 percent. I took the re- 
sults of this survey to the base commander, and he said he was not 
interested in seeing it. 

So I knew what the program was at that time. I hired an outside, 
independent, market analyzer, market surveyor from San Francisco 
to go to Salt Lake and Wendover, Utah, and make their own independ- 
ent survey. You will find those complete results in here as well. It 
was roughly the same. You can judge it for yourself. Fifty percent 
said they would like to have—something like 35 percent said they were 
perfec tly satisfied, and 50 percent said they would like to have e hanges 
in their apartments. 

Senator STENNIS. W here do you liv e? 

Mr. Huston. I live in San Francisco. I live in two places really, 
I live in Wendover and San Francisco. 

Senator Stennis. Where are you from? 

Mr. Huston. Originally from San Francisco. 

Senator Stennis. I want to ask, first, Do they have the same com- 
manding officer now that you have been quoting ? 

Mr. Huston. This is the third commanding offic er, 

Senator Stennis. Do they have the same one? 

Mr. Huston. No; we have a brandnew one. 

Senator Stennis. You say there are 200 vacant housing units in the 
town. I am not discounting your statement at all, but do you have 
something from someone else along that line, the city government ? 

Mr. Huston. Can I document this fact, do you mean / 

Senator STennis. Yes. 

Mr. Huston. I will be happy to do that. I don’t have a state- 
ment as to my present number of vacancies, but I can get an independ- 
ent statement on that. 

Mr. Typines. The Air Force will back that statement up. It is a 
small town. Mr. ser has 346 units in his housing, at which at 
this time 200 are vacant. So it would not be difficult to prove that 
point, and I don’t think the Air Force will question it. The Air Force 
will maintain that this housing is not adequate. 

Senator Stennis. What other points do you have now ? 
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Mr. Huston. That is all I need to say. 

Mr. Typinas. I would like to summarize our position by this: 
When Mr. Huston originally was asked to rehabilitate this housing 
and to spend all his money to do so, he naturally asked the question 
to these officers—Colonel Mack, the Deputy C hief of Staff for the 
Ninth Air Force in October 1954; February of 1954, Major Nare, 
the base commander; and in June 1955, Captain Britton, the base 
officer in charge of installation—that if he went ahead with this pro- 
gram could he be sure if he spent all this money that there would be 
no base housing? These officers said there was no question there could 
not be base housing because this was strictly a temporary base, that 
it was being reactivated for a short period of time and he would not 
have to worry about that under any circumstances. On the strength 
of that, Mr. Huston went ahead with his programs. I had hardly 
gotten underway in the program early in 1955 when rumors drifted 
down that although the Air Force was telling him one thing to his 
face they were going behind his back and wor ‘king out a program to 
get Capehart housing. In the middle of 1955 when the first group of 
80 families all descended on him at once, they did not give him, inci- 
dentally, the reservation warning they promised to do. He heard 
from Washington sources that the Air Force was working up a pro- 
gram to get Capehart housing—this is to a young man who put in 
every nic ‘kel he has. He has moved practically entirely into Utah 
now into rehabilitating his housing. 

It scared him to death. He was putting in his own cash. During 
1955 it was a constant fight with the Air Force officers. Then they 
came to him from the base and said he was not rehabilitating the 
housing like he should have been, and each time he would say, “Will 
you give mea list of things you want me todo?” “If I do this, will this 
be adequate and will you sign a statement?” And each time the 
officers would say “Yes.” This was in Mareh 1955 with Colonel Mack, 
April 20 with Major Roberts, April 29 with General Ferguson, and 
May 23 in a telephone conversation with General Barnes. This is all 
documented. 

Kach time they would say, “Yes, if you do certain things, we will 
sign an agreement.” Every time the time came to sign an agreement 
they would come up with more things to be done. During the entire 
time in the actual base housing itself, the base commander or the officers 
were encouraging the tenants, the enlisted men in the base housing, to 
write to their Congressman to complain about their base housing and 
they refused to give Mr. Huston the copies of the correspondence and 
refused to tell him what the complaints were. 

Senator Srennis. Who was telling whom to write to the Con- 
gressman ¢ 

Mr. Typrnes. Captain Britton, specifically. It is right in there, 
documented, told a tenant—two tenants and it would get to our 
Niahnager, 

Senator Stennis. Told him to write to his Congressman complain- 
ing about the housing ¢ 

Mr. Typtnes. That’s right. When you have your officers on the 
base that won't tell you what the complaints are and each time they 
would try and get a list of things to do, they would hem and haw and 
beat around the bush, and at the same time back here in Washington, 
he knew—and incidentally that was when I first met Mr. Huston, was 
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back in 1955—and we knew then they were trying to get Capehart 
housing. It made it almost an untenable position. He has put almost 
$81,000 of his own cash in the rehabilitation of it but with all this 
going on he hasn’t completed the original program which he would 
have, but he has still—he has not spent a single nickel of revenue from 
Wendover, he has gotten himself. 

The only reason the Air Force could possibly put forth is that it is 
not adequate according to their square footage standards. He has 
rehabilitated 28 families’ units out of 65 to meet those requirements. 
The rest of them would have been done by now if he had not been 
completely thrown off balance by the attack on the other hand to get 
competing housing. 

I seriously don’t see how with so many important things that the 
Air Force can spend over a million dollars to build base housing when 
there are over 200 vacants sitting out there in the middle of the 
desert. 

Senator Stennis. You are not asking for anything. Except you 
just oppose the construction of this housing on the grounds you stated. 
You are not asking for a specific contract or anything of that kind? 

Mr. Huston. Not at all. 

Senator Srennis. Do you have any questions, Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. No questions. I think the record speaks for it- 
self. 

Senator Srennis. You are going to leave the documents with us? 

Mr. Huston. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Typr1nes. Those pictures will come in handy when the Air 
Force shows you the pictures they took before the housing was re- 
habilitated. 

Senator Srennis. Let’s wait and see what they say. Keep your 
seat. 

Let them speak for themselves. 

All right, gentlemen, are you ready to answer to this now? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

General Renrz. I think Mr. Tydings and Mr. Huston have pre- 
sented an effective case here, Mr. Chairman. The first point I would 
like to mention is that the Air Force does have a continued requirement 
for Wendover. We have Mr, Jacobs and two people who have visited 
this Lanham Act housing that Mr. Huston is talking about and I 
would like to turn it over to these people who have been on the grounds 
and talked to the housing people and get their reaction. 

Senator Stennis. How much time do you need on this? 

Mr. Jacozs. About an equal amount of time. 

First I would like to say that this matter of Wendover—— 

Senator STENNIs. State your name. 

Mr. Jacoss. I am Mr. Jacobs in the Family Housing Division of 
Headquarters, USAF. 

The matter of Wendover housing has been of considerable interest 
to the Air Force and this particular controversy goes back about 2 or 
3 years. The record of our headquarters here indicate a number of 
requests for information on this matter and a considerable amount of 
data and reasoning behind the actions of the Air Force has been given 
to various committees of the Congress, both Senate and House. We 
have data which we can submit for the record to bear this out. 
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There have been some statements made concerning both the perma- 
nency of the base, the need for the housing, and a violation of Air 
Force agr eements. As the situation at Wendover is concerned, I have 
not personally visited this location but I have with me today Mr. 
Wheeler of Family Housing who has been there and who has a long 
association with the Wendover project both with the Air Force a 
with a previous Government agency, the Public Housing Administra- 
tion, and Mr. Casberg who is a mechanical engineer from the Office, 
Secretary of Defense, who inspected the housing in relation to the 
heating situation that exists today. 

I regret that Colonel Troutman is not here, since he was mentioned 
in the statement. He is on official business and is unable to be here. 

Wendover is a very small town and virtually the only housing in 
existence is the housing owned by Mr. Huston. 

The 200 units vacancy he refers to are the 200 units that Mr. Huston 
owns. There is no other substantial amount of housing. I believe 
the population is in the neighborhood of several hundred people. 

We have had a long list of complaints over a period of years con- 
cerning this housing. The condition of the housing itself is, in all 
fairness to Mr. Huston, attributable in part to the actual construction 
of the units. They are cinder block and we have pictures and statistics 
on the type of construction, the size of the units, and the amount of 
insulation available. 

I think the crux of Mr. Huston’s presentation, I believe I quote 
him correctly, is that he said that the housing is “suitable as long as 
it is repaired and fixed up” and also he mentioned that it is “not as 
fully improved as we would intend to have it.” 

The housing today is in very poor shape and in a moment I will 
turn over the presentation to the other gentlemen. 

Senator STeNNts. Have you made any definite offer or firmed up 
any proposal that if he would make further improvement what would 
be his situation ? 

Mr. Jacozs. One of the pieces of ccmmnmnicnabiithe from the command- 
ing general or his deputy to the director of operations of this head- 
quarters about a year ago indicates that over a period of a long time 
there have been a number of conflicting statements made and a num- 
ber of conflicting interpretations made as to whether or not the hous- 
ing, if it were fixed up, would be acceptable and whether or not Mr. 
Huston should go ahead and fix it up on the chance that it might be 
acceptable. There has been so much conflicting testimony on that 
point that I don’t believe it is possible to ascertain whether or not a 
specific commitment was made. 

Senator STenNtIs. I repeat that question. 

Can you make a showing that at any time has there ever been a firm 
or specific offer or proposal made to him ¢ 

Mr. Jacons. Not tomy knowledge, sir. 

Senator Srennis. I ask you now to present such proof as you can 
on that point. 

Senator Jackson. And to contradict these statements. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, you will be given time to do it. That is one 
of the big issues as I see it. And no one could be expected to make 
the ultimate in improvements and maintenance if he is being told all 
the time that the situation is uncertain. 
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In other words, there would have to be some kind of a tentative 
understanding. You present such proof as you can that you made 
a definite proposal to him, or firmed up an agreement of some kind. 

Mr. Jacoss. All right, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed with your statement. 

Mr. Jacoss. We have attempted to get better housing, because of 
the fact that we feel the housing is completely unsuitable for Air Force 
use. We have attempted to program housing under the military con- 
struction program. We feel it is justified. 

As far as the statement that the Air Force would like single-family 
units, we would like them, sir, but there are a very great many cases 
in the Air Force where we built row housing and multiple dwellings. 

We do not insist on that. It is not a criterion by which we build 
all of our housing. 

The statements from the occ ‘upants which Mr. Huston has obtained, 
I feel sure, are brought about in some degree by the fact that his hous- 
ing is occupied by “personnel who are perforce obliged to use that 
housing because of the lack of other suitable housing in the area. We 
have a great number of complaints on record, which have been an- 
swered and which have been used on occasion to indicate just the 
nature of the deficiencies of that housing. 

Senator Jackson. Are you suggesting that these people were under 
compulsion to give favorable re plies / 

Mr. Jacons. No, sir, I am not suggesting that. 

Senator Jackson. I would think the motive would be to the other 
side to the contrary. 

Mr. Jacons. I am suggesting the fact that by reason of the fact 
that they are living there, it is necessarily the best thing too that 
they can do under the circumstances and 

Senator Jackson. You are suggesting that the replies that they 
made were not candid ? 

Mr. Jacoss. No, I don’t say that. 

Senator Jackson. What is your interpretation / 

Mr. Jacoss. When a tenant has to put up with the best he can get, 
he simply states that this is the housing I am occupying, and because 
I am occupying it—— 

Senator Jackson. That is an interesting point. I would like to see 
your questionnaire. 

Senator Stennis. These questions that were handed in here. 

Senator Jackson. I think that is an important point. 

Senator Stennis. What rank were these men? Were they com- 
missioned officers? Who were they generally, Mr. Jacobs, or General 
Rentz / 

General Rentz. Who were the occupants / 

Senator Srennts. Noncommissioned officers and officers / 

Mr. Jacors. They were both. 

Senator Jackson. Is there anything you can say is equivocal about 
this? Here isthe questionnaire, “I am sat isfied with my present apart- 
ment” and a blank to fill in “yes” or “no.” “I would be satisfied with 
my apartment if the follow! ing repairs were made or equipment added.’ 
And then they list them. “I prefer an extended apartment at $15 addi- 
tional rent per month” and a blank there. “I do not prefer an ex- 
tended apartment.” 

Would you attack that? What specifically do you object to / 
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Mr. Jacons. The questions are clear enough, sir. What I am indi- 
‘ating is that since it is the only housing in the area and since the people 
have no other place to go, they would necessarily, in my mind, indicate 
that the housing, as temporary housing for them in that situation, 
must be satisfactory or they wouldn’t be occupying it at the moment. 

Senator Jackson. What kind of a questionnaire would you draft 
in order to get this information? What changes would you make? 

Mr. Jacoss. I think perhaps that one of the questions may get at 
the meat of the problem. When he asks what the repairs are or what 
the deficiencies are, they are not. indicated. He just states “if cer- 
tain repairs are made.” 

Senator Jackson. Obviously if there are repairs needed they will 
put them down, won’t they? Why do you need a change in that? 

Senator Srennis. Let’s not dwell so much on the motives of these 
men. They are intelligent men. Let’s get the facts. We will judge 
their motives. What facts do you have that you want to put in? 

Mr. Jacors. I would like to make another point. The rent on these 
units is such that combined with the utilities that prevail in the area, 
it exceeds the rental allowances of the personnel concerned. And 
moreover the rentals are unfair as regards the type of quarters that 
these people get for the amount of money that is put out. 

Senator Stennis. They have to pay that difference themselves? 

Mr. Jacons. Yes, sir, they do. 

Senator Stennis. You think the rental charges for these houses, 
such as they are, are too high ¢ 

Mr. Jacoss. No, sir. I say the rental charges with the utilities that 
the occupants must pay. 

Senator Srennis. Give me a “Yes” or “No” to this. Based on your 
knowledge of these houses, do you think he is charging these men too 
much rent ¢ 

Mr. Jacons. I believe so. 

Senator Stennis. How much too much, 10 percent, 20 percent, 30 
percent, if you know? You may not know. If you have no inde- 
pendent judgment on it, I would rather you wouldn’t say anything. 

Mr. Jacors. I would say “substantial” without quoting a figure. 

Senator Stennis. That is not any proof to me unless you have some 
personal knowledge, “substantial” is so vague I couldn’t count it. 
Maybe this gentleman has been out there. Have you been out there ? 

Mr. Jacoss. No; Mr. Wheeler has. 

Senator Stennis. What is your name? 

Mr. Wueeter. Joseph Wheeler. 

Senator Stennis. You may proceed. 

Mr. Wurecer. First of all I would like to present a letter signed 
by General Barnes whose name has been mentioned quite frequently 
here. 

If I may read it? 

Senator Stennis. Read the letter, please. 

Mr. Wueeter. This is dated May 1, 1956. This was addressed to 
General Everest, Deputy Chief of Staff, Operations. 

You will recall my recent discussion with you of the problem we have at 
Wendover Air Force Base, Utah, in providing suitable housing for our personnel, 
which involves a Mr. Huston putting on pressure in Washington to refrain 
from building Government housing which would compete with his substandard 


holdings. Shortly after our discussion, it appeared that Headquarters USAF 
had taken a position that would have permitted us to obtain housing, and had 
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advised Mr. Huston, the owner of a houisng project at Wendover, that he had 
not rehabilitated in such a manner to provide suitable housing. 

It now develops that Mr. Huston has gone back to Headquarters, USAF with 
an additional proposal of things that he will do. 

As I told you I made a personal tour of Mr. Huston’s housing area, and it is 
entirely unsuitable. It is unthinkable that we are forcing our people to occupy 
this housing by failure to provide Government quarters. 

We have protested violently to the course of action taken in dealing with Mr. 
Huston, and have never assured him that his units would be satisfactory. 
Further, we have not urged Mr. Huston to rehabilitate these units, and, in fact, 
told him that it appeared doubtful that any modifications could make them ac- 
ceptable to meet Air Force standards. He was told originally that no onbase 
housing was available, and in the event he fixed the places up, some personnel 
would probably rent them. 

I have talkéd to Lee Washbourne on this matter and have explained our posi- 
tion to him. It is obvious from the February 6 letter, written by Colonel Trout- 
man to Mr. Huston, that he or a member of his staff is familiar with this situa- 
tion and made a recent inspection at Wendover. 

I am enclosing as a matter of information pertinent correspondence on this 
subject. I am also enclosing a few representative pictures of the area. Other 
photographs were forwarded to Assistant Chief of Staff, Installations, Headquar- 
ters, USAF, with my recent letter. 


Senator Srennis. What was the date of that ? 

Mr. Wueeter. May 1, 1956. 

Senator Stennis. What further do you have ? 

Mr. Wueeter. In the fall of 1955 the planning officer presented this 
list of deficiencies to Mr. Huston. 


RENOVATION REQUIREMENTS FOR WENDOVER APARTMENTS 


1. Requirement for adequate heat: Installation of suitable type of attic heater 
either gas or oil versus space heaters located in one room only. 

2. Hot water heater location: Hot water heater to be located either in the 
bathroom or in the utility room. 

3. Floor covering: Kitchen, bathroom, hallways, etc. to be covered with either 
tile, linoleum or other suitable floor covering over the concrete floor. 

4. Electrical outlets: Minimum of two electrical outlets in each room plus 
sufficient electrical outlets for refrigerators, electric stoves, and other kitchen 


appliances. j 
5. Cooking facilities: Facilities to be provided for use of electrical or gas 


ranges. 
OUTSIDE RENOVATION 


1. Landscaping: Trees and/or shrubbery for landscaping of areas. 

2. Lawn: Standard lawns to be grassed as required. 

38. Parking areas: Suitable parking areas preferably a parking ramp for each 
apartment. 

4. Alleys. Remove coal bins, coal stoves and other unnecessary construction 


from alleys. 

5. Exterior paint of apartments. All apartments will be painted on the ex- 
terior. 

6. Fencing. Standard fencing will be provided for each apartment high 
enough to provide semiprivacy. 

7. Playgrounds. Suitable playgrounds to be provided to accommodate the 
expected number of children. 


TIME LIMIT 
Reasonable period of renovation will be allowed the owner. Government in- 
spection from the point of fire hazard and sanitation. 
He claims he was never told about complaints. We sent him a let- 
ter listing three complaints that had been received. 
Senator Stennis. Pardon me, when were these pictures taken that 
you handed in? 
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Mr. Wueeter. Those were taken in 1956. I have pictures that were 
taken in January 1957. 

Senator Jackson. Do you have pictures of the rehabilitated hous- 
ing, the ones that are being rented ? 

Mr. Wueeer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. The picture doesn’t mean anything unless we 
know that they are being occupied or being offered for occupancy and 
the date. 

Mr. Wuee cer. Here are pictures that were taken in January. 

Senator Jackson. Are these pictures of the ones being rented or 
offered for rental ? ; 

Mr. Wuee er. I believe they are mixed up. Some good and some 
bad. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s separate those and you turn back in the ones 
that are being occupied or offered for occupancy. 

Senator Jackson. I think they ought to be identified which are 
which here. 

Otherwise they are not pertinent. 

Senator Stennis. All right, will you proceed with your proof? 

Mr. Wueeter. This matter has come up before. The House Com- 
mitte on Armed Services brought this up last July. We have here a 
copy of a rather lengthy report. 

Senator Stennis. We can get that. Just put in your facts now 
and then you can file such official documents and all as you may want 
to later. We want to know what conditions are there now. You are 
proposing that we abandon what is there now and put in this appropri- 
ated fund housing. 

Mr. Wuerrrr. Before Mr. Huston bought this property, the De- 
partment of the Air Force refused to accept it. It was in such foul 
shape, it isa slum area. It is one of the worst of the temporary Lan- 
ham Act housing built by the Public Housing Administration. 

We refused to accept it. We could have gotten it for free whereas 
Mr. Huston, it was in such bad shape, he only had to pay $6,000 for 
364 units plus some barracks buildings. That is how bad it was. 
Most of it is still that way. 

The Department of the Air Force considers any Lanham Act hous- 
ing, practically any, as being substandard and inadequate for occu- 
pancy by Air Force personnel. 

Senator Srennis. The Lanham Act was the one in effect during 
World War II. 

Mr. Wueeter. That’s right. That is Public Law 849, 76th Con- 
gress. 

Senator Stennis. I wasn’t here then. Go ahead. 

Mr. Wueeter. Construction is concrete block and concrete slab 
flooring, no insulation in an area where the temperature goes down to 
about 12° in the winter and goes up to about 120° in the summer. 

As for the city of Wendover, the population is 300, 110 miles west 
of Salt Lake City. It consists of 13 service stations, 3 motels, 1 hotel 
and a casino combined, 2 restaurants, 1 supermarket, 1 drug store, 1 
barber shop, 1 post office, no doctor or hospital. One school 1st to 10th 
grade only, so our houses will not affect the city of Wendover. There 
is nothing there. 

Senator Stennis. Where do these children go to school, the children 
of your personnel there ? 
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Mr. Wueeter. The Ist to the 10th grades are local. The nearest 
school after that in the higher grades is 90 miles away. 

Senator Stennis. How do you meet that situation as to your per- 
sonnel? You don’t have a school of your own there for them. 

Mr. Wuee ter. No, we do not. 

Senator Srennis. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. WHEE LER. I am reading from this report. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson raised a point. What did you 

say about the permanency of this base? I believe you said you have a 
continuing requirement ? 

General Rentz. We have at this time a continuing requirement for 
the use of Wendover. 

Senator Jackson. What does that mean ? 

General Rentz. I am not saying that Wendover is a permanent base ; 
because of the fluidity of the Air Force today I would hesitate to say 
any base is going to be permanent 10 years from now with the 
changes in missions we have coming on. I could not use the word per- 
manent in connection with Wendover. I think Mr. Ferry will either 
confirm or elucidate upon that requirement regarding permanency of 
a base. 

Senator Stennis. We will discuss that later. You can’t go any fur- 
ther than you have doubtless now. 

Proceed with your testimony. 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, could I get something in the record ? 
I would like to have the rentals that the people pay and the size of the 
dwellings to be put in the record. 

Mr. Wueeter. I have that right here. 

There is a report made by base officers and airmen showing the size 
of the units, the rental and extra charges. 

Mr. BeLrev. ee at is the average rental in that report / 

Senator STEN Let’s take those in. You seem to need to look 
through your documents now. We will let you file everything you 
wish. You can do that later and supplement this 10 days later and 
your pictures now that reflect conditions. Anything you want to file 
you may, but identify it so we can tel] what it purports to show, and 
we are particularly interested in things as they are now. Also you 
referred to a House committee report. Of course that is an official 
document but you may file that with us as a matter of information, 
but not to go into the record. 

I want to get the high points now, Senator Jackson, and then we can 
temporarily close this and pass onto something else, without cutting 
anyone off on any major point anyone wants to make. 

We can’t continue this indefinitely. Do you have something further 
you want to say, or do you want to go through your documents and 
decide what you want to file? 

Senator Jackson. What is the average rent ? 

Senator Stennis. I understand you have a sheet showing the rental 
do you not, to file? 

Mr. Wureter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. If you don’t have it ready you can file it later. 

Mr. Wueeter. Do you want these photographs? 

Senator Stennis. You heard what I said about assembling the ma- 
terial and putting it in, What is the rental? 
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Mr. Wuereter. For a 4-room apartment, total rental and utilities, 
$99.69. 

Senator Stennis. How much does the owner of the house get of that 
SOO? 

Mr. WHeeter. What do you mean, sir? 

General Renz. Without utilities? 

Senator STennis. What is the rental without utilities ¢ 

Mr. WHEELER. $45. 

Senator STennis. How are the utilities handled, is that paid directly 
toautility company? Is that right, Mr. Huston ? 

Mr. Husron. Yes, sir, and the atilitien are owned by the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Typines. The two most expensive electricity and water utilities 
are owned by the Government. 

Senator Srennis. Just give the figures here that are paid to Mr. 
Huston as rent. 

Mr. Wueeter. We don’t have that separately. 

Senator STennis. Prepare that please, and put that in the record. 

We would like to have a file, too, on what the utilities are. That 
seems to be exorbitant. 

Senator Jackson. This is a case where you are trying to indicate 
that the landlord is charging $99 a month, but it is Uncle Sam, is that 
right, charging how much out of this $99? How much is the Federal 
Government charging utilities? You have given the average as ninety- 
nine-something dollars per month, 

Mr. Wuererrr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Of that amount, how much is the Federal Gov- 
ernment charging for its utilities? 

Mr. Wueeter. That we don’t have, sir. 

Senator Jackson. That is quite pertinent. 

Mr. Wueeter. This shows a bill of $10.15. 

Senator Jackson. Pardon me. 

Mr. Wueerer. $10.15 electricity bill on this one. 

Senator Jackson. How about the other utilities, water and electric- 
ity and what else, gas? 

Mr. WHEELER. Stow e and hot-water heater, $5, garbage collection, 
$1.25, electric bill $10.15, cooking and heating fael $9.44, water bill $3. 

Senator Stennis. Here is a report here, Mr. Huston, shows cost 
of utilities monthly $24.09, so you see you are not very far apart. He 
itemizes that. 

Mr. Jacoss. In order to clarify one thing. I recall the size of the 
units ranging from a zero bedroom apartment to a 3- or 4-bedroom 
apartment. The 2-bedroom apartment 1s approximately 039. or 550 
square feet which is about one-half of the criteria for an apartment 
of that type. 

What I am indicating is that the units are very small, below stand- 
ards and also the fact that in this climate the insulation, as far as we 
have been able to determine—and I received a report yesterday from 
the field—has not been changed since the original insulation was con- 
structed on this project when it was built, 

Senator Stennis. Do you have something further? 

Mr. Wueeter. The average rent is $60, the average utilities cost is 
$27. Average electricity bill is $10. 
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Senator Stennis. All right, you may file such showing as you want 
to on that. 

Mr. Wueeter. The size of the apartments, zero bedroom which is 
an efficiency, 315 square feet, 1-bedroom, 413 square feet, 2-bedroom, 
515 square feet, 3-bedroom, 713 square feet. 

Senator Jackson. Does this include the modified apartments? 

Mr. Wueeter. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Then I think there ought to be some comment on 
that. It doesn’t answer the question. He is modifying them. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, that is a further question. 

Anything further from you gentlemen, now? We will give you 
a chance to say anything you want in rebuttal. 

Mr. Typrnes. We have exhibit 15 showing the square footage of our 
expanded and modified apartments which will take care of the last 
statement that the gentleman said about being too small. 

We dispute the fact that no insulation has been put on. We have 
insulated it. We have spent over $189,000 since March 1, strictly 
building up the apartments and thirdly, sir, it will show the letter 
from General Barnes is a self-serving document and we think his tele- 
»hone conversation of May 23 is directly contrary to what that letter 
is 1 year later. Everything is right in here to answer every question 
they put forward, we feel, plus the fact that the photographs should 
be documented as when they are taken and eh part of the hous- 
ing. We have parts of housing that is not being used and part that 
is puilt up, it is easy to distort facts. 

Thank you very much. 

Senator Stennis. I feel we could make up our minds in 10 minutes 
if we could just go out there and walk on these premises and have a 
word or two, not with the officers and soldiers, but with the wives. 
Doubtless we can’t go out there. I wish we could. But if we send 
anyone out there, I want to say to both groups here, that any inter- 
ference, any preparation for a visit from someone representing this 
committee by Mr. Huston, or the Air Force, will be considered an 
act of interference and really bad faith. We want to get a picture 
of this situation as it is. We are asked to appropriate this money out 
of the Federal Treasury, and we just want to get at the facts. 

Any preparation or special showing one way or the other would be 
interfering in a marked degree with this committee getting a picture 
of what is out there. 

I hope you will communicate that to the Air Force people, General 
Rentz. 

General Rentz. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. And Mr. Huston, you are here, you heard what 
was said. I don’t know that we will send anyone out there. We will 
do the best we can to get at this problem. You raised a serious mat- 
ter. It is really more involved than just this location, because we may 
be at a turning point in this housing program. 

Mr. Suerman. Mr. Chairman, we had an engineer out there re- 
cently, Mr. T. R. Casberg, if you would like to hear from him or he 
can file a report tothe committee. He is here. 

Senator Rennie. If we can take that briefly. We do have so many 
other matters. I would like to have both groups hear him. Is he 
here in the room ? 

Mr. SuHeripan. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Srennis. All right, Mr. Casberg. Do you represent the 
Department of Defense ? 
Mr. Caspera. Yes, sir. 
Senator Srennis. Just tell us what you did, when you were there. 
Mr. Casperc. September 7, 1956: I was interested in none of this 
previous discussion, whether who did what or who said what. I was 
interested only in the condition of the housing itself. In my opinion, 
the houses are too small. I am taking into consideration the fact 
that Mr. Huston is modifying some of his 3-bedroom units by 
knocking out a wall and making a larger living room and ending up 
with a 2-bedroom unit. 
T would like to point out Senator, that the average size family is 
such that I think, while the Air Force is interested in 2-bedroom units, 
: we must recognize very definitely the strong need for a 3-bedroom 
unit. This modification program is good in the sense that it is making 
a better, larger 2-bedroom unit but it is eliminating, of course, the 
3-bedroom units. That is part of the problem as far as size is con- 
cerned. On the matter of insulation, the best I could determine with- 
out making holes in the walls and that sort of thing is that in the 


; ceiling there is a blanket insulation of about 2 inches in thickness. 
. It should be a minimum of 4 inches in my opinion. There is no insu- 
\ lation in the walls. In my opinion in this climate this is also a 
‘ deficiency. There should be a minimum of 2 inches in the walls. 


The units are such, being a row house, that some of them which 
have been modified, or repaired or what have you, are occupied while 


“i an adjacent unit is not occupied, not having been repaired or modified. 
rs This means that in some of the units instead of having a wall, a 
“4 cinder block wall which has been reinforced with a gypsum board, 
d not reinforced but finished off as the exterior walls are, the common 
a wall dividing one row house from another has not been lined, it is 
ie merely a plain cinder block wall, affording even less insulation than 
vs the gypsum board which would help slightly. 
“ I talked to a number of the ladies in the houses where they were 
ut living next door to unoccupied houses which were unheated. They 
complained very bitterly of the temperature differential, particularly 
be children playing on the floors and that sort of thing, the floors are 
re raw concrete, they are quite cold. There are no storm doors and 
storm windows. The only weather stripping I observed were home- 
ral made by people not too well versed in the quality or manner of in- 


stalling weather stripping. Two of the units in which I was in were 
adjacent to unoccupied units which had not been improved yet. 


rat During the cold weather the plumbing in these areas had frozen. 
rill I personally saw plumbing in two bathrooms where the water was 
at- leaking through from the adjacent units, the plumbing having burst 
way in the adjoining units. 
Senator Jackson. Was this in September ? 
re- Mr. Caspera. Yes, sir; this had been reported during the previous 
‘he winter and had not been corrected as of the date I was there. 
The heating is accomplished by individual space heaters. There 
any is no central heating in the houses. They have individually fired 
; he oil or propane heaters sitting in the living room and while these things 


are certainly used in many areas they are hazards, of course, with 
small] children. They do not give any uniform distribution of heat 
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unless you leave the doors open to the bedrooms, and there you are 
losing privacy rather rapidly. 

In several of the houses I was in the oil lines leading to the oil heater 
in the living room were placed on top of the concrete floor, a hole was 
knocked in the outside wall, the oil line had been brought in across 
the concrete floor across the kitchen, across the entrance to the bath- 
room, a very serious hazard particularly with small children involved. 
The plumbing in these housing is the bare minimum. It is what we 
call “Victory” plumbing, without chrome plating or anything else, 
which was used a great deal in the last war. The pipes go right over- 
head, not covered in any manner. Holes are knocked in the cinder 
block wall dividing one room from another. They knock a 6-inch 
hole through the wall and put in a 2-inch pipe and don’t fill in the 
hole. 

It is a very unsightly thing. There are no bathtubs in this housing. 
They have shower stalls. Having 4 children myself, the oldest being 
7, I can assure you that no housewife will wash her child in this shower 
stall. She will do it in the wash basin. 

The electrical wiring is minimum. Served by two 20-amp feeders. 
In this modern day, of all the appliances, Mom likes a little more 
electrical current than two 20-amp lines. They howled about this. 
They showed me all sorts of appliances like Westinghouse ovens all 
crated up lying in the bottom of their closets. “Why don’t you use 
it”? “Can’t, will blow the fuses.” The lighting is a single dropped 
cord in the middle of the room, if you have any convenience outlets 
it is one outlet in each room which is taken by wire molding across the 
ceiling and down the wall to a height of 3 or 4 feet above the wall. 
There is one light available, you have the pull string in the middle of 
the ceiling and a bare light bulb dangling around there. Some of 
the people told me they had purchased their individual light fixtures 
and in that way fixed the place up. 

I was quite amazed. I have never seen a place where the owner 
owned his own hot water heater. I talked to a number of these people. 
They said they not only owned the heater but the heating equipment. 
This housing originally had been coal and had been converted. There 
is no longer any coal heating involved. I was very much concerned 
with what I found in several cases where there was no safety device 
on the hot water heaters, no temperature or pressure relief valves in- 
volved. I suppose this is accountable by the fact that the occupants 
own the equipment and didn’t have the proper information to install 
these devices. I found devices which are improperly located in my 
opinion and they violated standard codes for safety devices of this 
type. 

Senator Stennis. Tell us please what was your practical experience 
before you came to the Department of Defense. Were you an en- 
gineer ? 

Mr. Casserc. I am a mechanical engineer. 

Senator Stennis. That gives it. 

Mr. Cassera. The storage space in this house is very inadequate. 
These people moving around, of course, have foot lockers and boxes, one 
kind of thing or another. 

There is one regular closet. In addition most people have ward- 
robes of one type or another. The closet that is in the house doesn’t 
even have doors on it. A lot of the housewives complain about the dust 
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factors there. It is a rather dusty area and the fact that the closets 
have only hanging curtains in front of them is considered inadequate 
from their view. 

The yards as far as children are concerned, are rather bad. I have 
some photographs here. These were all taken of houses which I person- 
ally inspected. I was in each one of these. Each one was occupied 
at the time of my visit. I think the best example of the yard situation, 
you ought to look at this—you notice those clothes racks, the clothes- 
lines in the yard. The boundary of that line is the alley or the driveway 
between the houses. That is where the children play. That is the 
one right there. I was told that Mr. Huston had installed playground 
equipment so I went to see that. I have a photograph of the pair of 
swings which constitutes the playground equipment. There is another 
pair of sw ings located in a different part of the housing area, but when 
I visited the area, both of these swings were broken and the children 
were playing around in the gravel there. I talked to a number of the 
housewives concerning the painting which had been done in the rooms. 
With one exception this had been done with the labor and at the ex- 
pense of the occupants. They had painted the walls of the rooms and 
they had in some cases painted the floors. I asked them if Mr. Huston 
had painted walls. Yes, he had but when they moved in they wanted 
it done better, they did it themselves. The understanding was Mr. 
Huston would not provide the additional painting and that sort of 
thing. 

I have seen a number of military bases and the community housing 
available in areas about military bases and, based on those I have seen, 
this isthe worst that I have visited so far. 

Senator Jackson. Prior to requesting—was it 62 units of military 
housing—has the Air Force or the Department of Defense at any time 
by letter or other writing indicated to Mr. Huston what he should or 
could do to improve the existing housing facilities ? 

Mr. Caspera. I believe Mr. Wheeler gave the Senator a list there 
which had been submitted of improvements. That was action on the 
part of the Air Force. 

Senator Jackson. Is that in the form of a letter or official request ? 

Mr. Jacops. I believe it was an enclosure. I cannot answer that 
for sure. 

Senator Jackson. I think we ought to have that information if it 
isavailable. I would like to have all letters in writing indicating these 
deficiencies or what might be done to improve the housing prior to 
the request for military housing, Mr. Chairman, and the response to 
those letters. 

Senator Srennis, Anything else you want to say, Mr. Huston? 

Mr. Husron. I have ‘to say a couple of things. The picture he 
gave you is a picture of the background. There is a front yard. This 
is set down in the middle of a great big desert out there with places 
to play on all sides for 10 miles without a road in any direction. They 
net the front yard as well. There are a few other things that are 

‘eally tough. As for storage space we have a great dormitory. We 
sane those doors in the dormitory and each man can have his own 
storage space. We furnish all the equipment, hot water and other- 
wise; they don’t have to furnish their own. Some wanted larger ones, 
50-gallon something. A few put their own in, maybe 1 or 2 or 3 or 4 
out of all of them. As far as electrical stuff he talks about, we have 
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in most cases remedied the pull chain part but we have an agree- 
ment that we will be glad to do that. 

He mentioned oil lines going through the wrong places. As far as 
I know that does not occur at all. As far as the insulation, the ceiling 
has 4 inches of insulation of rock wool and in 10 years’ time the usual 
result is it compresses to about 3 because of natural weight. Every 
outside wall is insulated. I would like to bust through a couple of 
those walls and show them the insulation. It is ridiculous to have 
people say there is no insulation when there is insulation there. 

I will be glad to show anybody the insulation there. 

As far as weather stripping, right now every single house has been 
weather stripped. We talked that over previously on what should 
be done. They all have been weatherstripped. So I think that as 
far as it goes there is only one other thing that is here that the Air 
Force said they didn’t want these buildings. They couldn’t have had 
them because they didn’t own the land. The Western Pacific owned 
the land. They could have acquired the land. I owned it after 1953. 
If they decided in 1953 they wanted to get it, I owned the land. 

Senator Srennis. I want to make this point, apart from the testi- 
mony here. Instead of building houses here that are in full style, full 
permanence, that will last 50 to 75 years on a place you don’t know how 
long you will occupy but you are not willing to make it a permanent in- 
stallation, why not consider buying what is available and fixing it the 
way you want to? It may cost more than building the houses. I 
don’t know. It seems like you have some units here that will be 
fixed, that have been fixed into fairly good places. I just mention that. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Let me ask Mr. Tydings if he has anything else? 

Do you have anything else? 

Mr. Typrnos. I think you have the picture. 

Senator Srennis. Anything that either group wants to put in the 
record, tables, or information, just identify and we will not put it 
in the record, rather we will put it in the file here. 

General Rentz. I would like, too, to close by saying that the Air 
Force has never intentionally caused financial loss to any individual 
and we hope that we will not do that. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

General Rentz. But we want to furnish satisfactory housing for our 
personnel and that is brought out forcibly by the fact that $1.2 million 
still remains in this program after approximately 14 reviews for this 
housing at Wendover. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. We appreciate all of you hurrying 
along. All right. 

General Rentz. Page 26. 


ENGLAND AIR FORCE BASE 


The third of these locations is England Air Force Base. Alex- 
andria, La., is located 5 miles east of the airbase. The planned use 
of this base is for operational units of this command. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount of 
$1,558,000. 
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All five items included are in support of a fighter bomber mission 
with air refueling capability. These items include: troop housing 
and messing, base theater, land acquisition in fee and clearance ease- 
ments to provide safe flying conditions. 

Colonel Ewsank. This is located 5 miles from Alexandria, La. 
We are requesting $1,558,000 of new authorization at this new installa- 
tion plus $843,000 of deficiency authorization. 

Colonel Epmonps. The items that comprise the deficiency authoriza- 
tion are an apron parking operational which increased from $784,000 
to $1,184,000 ; service club from $314,000 to $436,000. The others are 
relatively minor. 

Colonel Ewsank. Those were the items involved in the deficiency 
authorization request, Mr. Chairman, if you desire, we can read them 
again. 

Senator Srennis. You didn’t have anything unusual, did you? 

Colonel Ewpanx. No, sir. The principal items that we are request- 
ing here are dormitory for our airmen, which is a replacement item, 
dining hall to go along with it and a replacement of a theater. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of theater do you have now? 

Colonel Ewpanx. We have a theater of operation type. 

Senator Stennis. What does that mean ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Those were the old buildings built at the be- 
ginning of World War II. They are primarily, tarpaper-type con- 
struction. We did construct some theater operation type buildings 
with cinder block, Dover, Del., for example. 

Senator Srennis. You are buying some high-priced land, $1,000 
anacre here. It must be close in. 

Mr. Lavattee. There are dwellings on this land. 

Senator Stennis. Without objection we will move to the next one. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next installation is on page 32, Foster Air 
Force Base. 

FOSTER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The fourth of these locations is Foster Air Force 
Base. Victoria, Tex.. is located 6 miles southwest of the air base. 

The planned use of this base is for operational units of this com- 
mand. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount of 
$760,000. 

All five items included are in support of a fighter mission. These 
items include: educational wing for the base chapel, service club, 
officers open mess, base utilities extensions in support of programed 
facilities, and acquisition of clearance easements to provide safe flying 
conditions. 

Colonel Ewsank. We are requesting $760,000 of new authorization. 
No deficiency authorization is required. The principal items here are 
a chapel educational wing, service club, and an officers open mess. 

Senator Stennis. You took that one out didn’t you, the open mess? 

Colonel Ewnank. That was an addition to the NCO mess. 

Senator Stennis. Didn’t take out your service club though, which 
is also additional. 

Colonel Ewnank. No, sir. They have an existing very small build- 
ing there now. It is just too small to handle the special service func- 
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tions and the large gatherings of airmen. This addition to that build- 
ing will provide them with necessary space to carry out special service 
functions. 

Mr. BreLirv. Why can’t you use the theater ¢ 

Colonel Ewranx. Because the theater has fixed seats and is not 
i adaptable to moving around. If we hold a special dance for the air- 
men, the service club is used. 
| 








General Rentz. Also the service club is used extensively for the 
pponmnee visiting their boys on the base. They meet in the service club. 

ou couldn’t very well do that in a theater. 

. Senator Stennis. Let me see if I understand now. The service club 
is more along the line that you just mentioned where parents and visi- 
tors come there and that is the meeting place. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, besides having socialeventsthere. Itis an 
airman’s club but there are no intoxicants served there. 

i Mr. BeLiev. It is a social center for the enlisted men. 

General Rentz. For the airmen on the base. 

Senator Stennis. Noncommissioned officers mess, that is open mess, 
that is where they go, not where they regularly eat, but where they go 
for special meals and take their friends. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. It is equivalent to the officers open mess. 

Senator Stennis. And then you have the counterpart of these for 
the officers too ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Senator Srennis. The base theater is where you have your movies 
and programs of various kinds. 

General Renz. That's right, sir, movies are the primary purpose 
of the theater. But the tate are used extensively every day for 
other gatherings. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. Anything more you want to say about 
Foster ? 

Colonel Ewsank. I don’t believe so. 

Senator Srennis. Next item. 
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General Rentz. The fifth of these locations is George Air 
Base. Adelanto, Calif. is located 1 mile west of the air base. 

The planned use of this base is for a day fighter mission of this 
command and a fighter-interceptor mission for ADC. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the two items included in the program in the total amount 
of $2,478,000. 

An exchange sales store is included as base support for this command 
(item 2). 

One item is in support of the tenant command ADC and provides 
an ammo storage facility (item 1). 
| Colonel Ewsanxk. The next installation is on page 39, George Air 
. Force Base. We are requesting $2,478,000 of new authorization for 

this installation, plus deficiency authorization of $307,000. 
Colonel Epmonps. The deficiency item, Mr. Chairman, is 400 spaces 
Hj of airmen, dormitory which ine reased from $915,000 to $1,360,000. 
i Senator Stennis. All right, anything special on your exchange sales 
. store? What kind are you using there now Q 
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Colonel Ewnank. We presently have two buildings there that are 
old mobilization type. This has a split post exe hange function. The 
two buildings roughly total 12,000 square feet. They are in a very 
poor ¢ condition. They are also in the wrong location to satisfy the 
airmen and the base population. But the main reason the condition 
of the existing post exchange sales store. 

Senator Stennis. All right, what is your next item ? 


LANGLEY AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The sixth of these locations is Langley Air Force 
Base. Hampton, Va. is located 4.5 miles south of this base. 

The planned use of this base is for a tactical bomber mission and 
an ADC fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in the program in the total amount of 
$1,255,000. 

The two items included in the program are in support of the ADC 
misson. These items include an ammo storage facility and electrical 
power outlets in the field maintenance hangar for jet aircraft. 

Colonel Ewsank. On page 42, is Langley Air Force Base. We are 
requesting $1,255,000 of new authorizations plus $172,000 of deficiency 
authorization. 

Colonel Epmonps. The deficiency primary item, Senator, is the run- 
way primary extension which increased from $2,192,000 to $2,280,000. 

Senator STeNNIs. Without objection we will move to the next item. 


MYRTLE BEACH AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renvz. The seventh of these locations is Myrtle Beach Air 
Force Base. Myrtle Beach, S. C., is located 1 mile northeast of 
the air base. The planned use of this base is for operational units of 
this command. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$1,204,000. 

All eight items included in the program are in support of the fighter 
bomber mission. These items include: base ammunition shop, airmen 
dormitory, commissary store, an addition to the officers open mess, 
acquisition of clearance easements, removal of hazard, and a share in 
the relocation of civil aviation operations from the Air Force base 
to Crescent Beach Airport. 

Colonel Ewsank. The next one is on page 45, Myrtle Beach Air 
Force Base. We are requesting $1,204,000 of new authorization for 
this installation. No deficiency authorization is required. 

Mr. Chairman, this is the third increment of construction for Myrtle 
Beach. Myrtle Beach was a base that we had in World War Il. It was 
abandoned after the war, all the buildings were disposed of and this is 
the third increment of completely rebuilding the base from scratch. 

Senator Stennis. What are you going to have down there? 

Colonel Ewsank. We are going to have two fighter bomber groups 
there, utilizing F—100 type aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. You have a planned personnel strength of 3,829 
people. 
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Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You must have some shops there ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. No, sir; that is the total number of civilians 
that will be working. 

Senator Stennis. It says total civilian personnel strength, 3.829. 

Colonel Ewrpank. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. And airmen 2,960. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, that is an incorrect figure that 3,829, 
it should be 301. It is 281 at this time and projected at 301. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Anything special on that one, Mr. 
Clerk? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, I would like to call your attention to one 
item on page 46; that is the removal of a hazard and a relocation 
of facilities. The relocation of facilities for $326,000, provides for 
the relocation of civil aviation facilities presently at the Myrtle Beach 
Air Force Base to a commercial airfield to take care of the commercial 
activities. This will terminate joint use between military and civil 
aviation. I believe the Myrtle Beach people intend to use Crescent 
Beach Airfield for their commercial activities. 

In order to provide the facilities for the city of Myrtle Beach the 
Air Force is providing certain relocation facilities amounting to 
$326,000. The CAA also is involved in a portion of assisting the city 
of Myrtle Beach in establishing their own commercial airfield. 

General Rentz. The city is putting in additional money. This is 
the Air Force share and we consider it a just share. We need addi- 
tional use because of the Century series fighters flying around there. 

We cannot tell the civilians to get off; we don’t have that agree- 
ment with them, we have to let them occupy that base until other 
facilities are furnished. 

Senator Stennis. All right, anything on that one ? 

Senator Jackson. Without objection then it seems pretty much 
routine. 

SEWART AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The eighth of these locations is Sewart Air Force 
Base. Smyrna, Tenn., is located 2 miles south of the airbase. 

The planned use of this base is for a troop carrier mission of this 
command. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items included in this program in the total amount of 
$745,000. 

The two items included in the program are base support; a commis- 
sary store and a service club. 

olonel Eweank, The next item is on page 55, Sewart Air Force 
Base. Weare requesting $745,000 for this installation. 

Senator Stennis. Commissary and club, 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s go to the next one. 


SEYMOUR JOHNSON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The ninth of these locations is Seymour Johnson 
Air Force Base. Goldsboro, N. C., is located 2 miles north northwest 


of the airbase. 
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The planned use of this base is for a fighter day mission of this com- 
mand, SAC dispersal base and an ADC fighter-interceptor mission. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with respect 
to the items included in this program in the total amount of $11,505,- 
000. 

Four items are included to support the Tactical Air Command 
fighter day wing. These items wedlade squadron headquarters, educa- 
tional wing for base chapel, commissary store, and service club (items 
15 through 18). 

Kighteen items are included in support of the SAC dispersal mis- 
sions. These items include widening and extending the runway, 
blast deflector, hydrant system, navigational aids, squadron operations 
and target intelligence, line fire station, large aircraft maintenance 
dock, addition to parachute and dinghy shop, demineralized water 
storage facility, ordnance storage facility, two land acquisition items, 
clearance and restrictive easements, and removal of utilities (items 1 
through 13, 20 through 25). 

Two items are included in support of the ADC fighter-interceptor 
mission. These items include an ammo storage facility and provisions 
for electric power outlets in the field maintenance hangar for jet air- 
craft (items 14 and 19). 

Colonel Ewsank. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is on page 58, Sey- 
mour-Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, N. C. This is a rather 
large program. We are requesting $11,505,000 of new authorization 
for this installation. No deficiency authorization required. This is 
largely a program for the Strategic Air Command unit which we are 
programing for this installation. This was one of the six bases in the 
SAC dispersal plan that was shown to you in the operational briefing. 

Senator Srennis. Whenever you take in 10 of these refuelin 
KC-135 and B-52, what does it generally cost you to prepare a base? 

General Renvz. I will have to qualify the statement. We are bring- 
ing some dispersal bases into the picture to make them operationally 
suitable for approximately $8 million, The figure varies from $8 
million to about $18 million or $20 million. 

Senator Stennis. 8 to 15 on up to 20? 

General Rentz. When we add the SAC mission to an existing base 
that is occupied and operating, we must provide a 300-foot-wide run- 
way with the required length and stress plus the parking ramp and 
the facilities to service that special mission. 

Senator Jackson. What about an entirely new facility ? 

General Renrz. It would all depend. 

Senator Srennis. Assume not an unusual terrain. 

General Renz. Between $40 and $50 million. 

Senator Srennts. There are quite a few items here. We don’t 
want to unduly rush through this. Are all these facilities the regular 
and ordinary that go with the installation of this additional function 4 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. If I may I can group them right quick. 
The pavement is the first item, which is the largest. Then we have 
the refueling hydrant system which is a large item. There are navi- 
gational aids that are required at this field for the B—52. 

The next large increment will be the maintenance facility, including 
docks and that sort of thing; the last would be the administrative 
backup which is the headquarters squadron and operations building. 

Also we are providing classified storage for the B-52s, page 59. 
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Senator Srennis. All right, unless there is something special, ¢ 
to the next item. 
SHAW AIR FORCE BASE 


General Renz. The 10th of these locations is Shaw Air Force 
Base. Sumter, 5. C. is located 8 miles east-southeast of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for reconnaissance mission and as 
headquarters of the 9th Air Force. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with respect 
to the items included in this program in the total amount of $1,184,000. 

Two items are included in support of the base mission. These items 
will provide airmen’s dormitories and a theater. 

Colonel Ewrank. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
86, Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, S. C. We are requesting $1,184,000 
of new authorization for this installation. The principal item there 
is airmen dormitories, which is a replacement item of old mobiliza- 
tion type dormitories. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you don’t have that marked “replacement.” 
You have replacement on your theater. 

Colonel Ewrank. Yes, that’s right. Actually there must have been 
an administrative error here in leaving the word “replacement” off 
the dormitories, but it is a replacement item. 

Senator Srennis. Well, is the present one wholly inadequate? 
What is your situation on it ¢ 

Colonel Ewsanx. Yes, this is the second increment of a replacement 
program at Shaw. They were built back in 1942. They are the open 
bay type. They require constant repair and the maintenance cost is 
high. 

Senator STENNIs. What is your unit cost; how much does it cost per 
man ¢ 

Mr. McCuioup. We have a legal limit on dormitories of $1,850 per 
man. 

Senator STENNIS. How much is this going to cost ? 

Colonel EpMonps. This shows $1,493, which is quite a reasonable 
price, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Next item ? 

WENDOVER AIR FORCE BASE 


General Rentz. The 11th of these locations is Wendover Air Force 
Base. Wendover, Utah, is located 1 mile north of the base. 

The planned use of this base is for a gunnery staging mission for 
Tactical Air Command and Air Defense Command. 

The committee has been furnished detailed information with respect 
to the items included in this program in the total amount of $3,252,000. 

Two items are included in support of the gunnery staging mission. 
These items include extension of the primary runway and 68 units of 
family housing. 

Colonel Ewsanx. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
89, Wendover Air Force Base. We are requesting $3,252,000 of new 
authorization. 

No deficiency authorization is required. There are two items here, 
one which the committee is already familiar with, the family housing, 
the other item is an extension of the existing runway at Wendover. 
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Senator SteNNis. Wendover; that is the one we have been talking 
about this morning. 

Colonel Kwe: NK. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How many family units will this take care of ? 

Colonel Ewsank. 68. 

Senator STENNIS. 48 / 

Senator Jackson. You have 26 officers 

General Rentz. That is permanent party, Senator. The people 
who stay there all the time are 28 officers and 277 airmen. 

Senator Jackson. Where is that listed ? 

I have 26. 

General Renz. That is projected; 26 and 234 is projected to end 
1960. In the other column those are the people that are moving in 
for gunnery training and the use of the ranges. That would be ‘ 2.700. 

Senator Jackson. They are coming in : and out. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. They are there fora short time. 

Colonel Ewpank. For a month or 2 months. 

Mr. BeLrev. They would not occupy the permanent quarters ? 

Colonel Ewsank. No,sir. 

Senator Jackson. Why do you need that many units ? 

Mr. Jacozs. The marital factors for the command require 20 houses 
for officers and 61 for airmen. 

Senator Jackson. 20? 

Mr. Jacoss. 20 officer houses, and 61 for airmen, giving a total of 81 
houses. 

Senator Jackson. That is married enlisted personnel ? 

General Ren'rz. NCO’s; yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. These 2,700 people are in and out for a month at a 
time, you say ? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. Gunnery practice. 

General Rentz. Yes, because of the ranges in that area, this is a 
gunnery training station for the TAC, 

Senator Stennis. They don’t bring their families, they rotate in and 
out ¢ 

General Rentz. No, sir, 68 is our total requirement. 

Senator Srennis. All right, without objection, the next item ? 

Colonel Ewsank. That’s all of Tactical Air Command, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s proceed to 12: 30 anyway. 

Mr. BeLrev. I would suggest that we go to the aircraft control and 
warning portion because it is not ¢ lassified. 

The next small section would be classified. If we can complete our 
open hearings then we can finish this portion of the book. 

General Renz. We can proceed to the aircraft control and warning 
portion of the book. On page 97, it starts, Mr. Chairman. 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


The aircraft control and warning system is the ground environment 
portion of the air defense system. The function of this system is to 
detect and identify all airborne objects, evaluate the threat, commit 
and control weapons such as manned interceptors and missiles for 
the destruction of enemy targets. 
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The aircraft contro] and warning portion of the program totals 
$19,478,000. This consists of $12,147,000 to provide 701 units of 
family housing and $7,331,000 to provide operations building addi- 
tions, receivers and transmitters, troop housing and messing facilities, 
additional water supply, utilities, multipurpose recreational facilities 
and acquisition of necessary real estate at various aircraft control 
and warning installations. 

The aircraft control and warning program, Mr. Chairman, is listed 
in 38 stations. We are requesting $2 million for operational build- 
ings additions, on 25 of these stations in order that we can house the 
equipment that will tie into the SAGE system; receiver and trans- 
mitter stations at 16 sites for $2,500,000; water supply additions at 
23 sites for one million eight; we are putting in roads at one site for 
$40,000; dormitories at one site for $120,000; recreational facilities at 
isolated installations at 4 sites for $555,000; and we have to purchase 
real estate for these receivers and transmitters at 16 sites for $134,000. 

We have to purchase real estate for the water that we are increas- 
ing there at $6,000, only at one site. We have a dining hall at one site 
for $106,000. 

We can run through each of these sites. There are only 1 or 2 items 
at each site. 

Senator Jackson. In general, these are really radar installations? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. And the needs as to facilities are going to vary in 
large part with the isolation and the specific mission which—it will 
vary by installation but generally they are the same? 

General Rentz. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. Do you provide airstrips at most of these? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You do on some of them ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Not usually in the ZI. 

General Rentz. I can’t think of one offhand. 

Senator Jackson. I guess it is the one up in Canada, up our way. 

Colonel Ewsanx. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. I know they fly in and out of there. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s nevertheless turn through these items. 

What page are you starting on now? 

General Rentz. Page 101. 

Colonel Ewsank. The first Air Force station at Atolmande, Calif. 
Here we have a water supply to take care of the requirement for 
family housing. ; 

Senator Stennis. Next 103, Baker City in Oregon. 

Colonel Ewpanx. We have the addition to the operations building 
to give the automatic feature tying into SAGE plus small recrea- 
tional multipurpose facilities. None is available there. 

Senator Stennis. Next one? 

Skipped some here. What became of Beale? 

Colonel Ewsanx. It was stricken. 

Senator Stennis. Why ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Thisisa SAGE facility. 

General Rentz. I would like to mention at this time that there are 
no SAGE facilities appearing in this program. It is still being re- 
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viewed by the reviewing authorities with the Secretary of Defense 
and the Air Force. 

Senator Jackson. Why is SAGE being deferred? This is the 
large computer station that you are talking about, IBM facilities. 

eneral Rentz. Yes, sir; we had $50 million in our program for 
SAGE facilities. That item was deferred in its entirety until the 
program had been reviewed by the Bureau of the Budget and Secre- 
tary of Defense office and the Air Force. 

Senator Srennis. All right, let’s proceed; 113, Benton Air Force 
Station. 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir; in Pennsylvania. This is the rehabili- 
tation of some base roads. When we built the station we developed a 
dirt road and laid a very thin 

Senator Stennis. Without objection we will go to page 114. 

Colonel Ewpank. 114: This is another operation addition to take 
care of SAGE Boron. 

Senator Stennis. No. 114, same thing. 

Colonel Ewpanx. That’sright. Burns the same way. 

Senator Stennis. Anything special about your next installation ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. No, sir; page 119 is Cambria, those items are 
water and operations addition. 

Senator Stennis. Next one? 

Colonel Ewsank. Coleville on page 122, another addition to the op- 
erations building to take care of SAGE. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Colonel Ewsank. Next one is at Condon, Oreg. This is another 
operational building addition to take care of SAGE. 

The next one is Cottonwood, Idaho, on page 126, Mr. Chairman. 
We have an addition to the operations building and water supply. 

Senator Stennis. Page 129. 

Colonel Ewsank. Page 129, operations addition at Cross City, Fla. ; 
page 131, same-type items for Curleu, Wash. 

Senator Srennis. Allright. Next item? 

Colonel Ewsank. Next one is Cutbank, Mont., where we require an 
addition to their operations building for SAGE tieup. 

Senator Stennis. Next one? 

Colonel Ewranx. Flintston, Ga., we require a recreational multipur- 
pose facility and water supply. This water supply is brought about 
because of family housing going in there. 

Senator Stennis. Next one? 

Colonel Ewsank. Next one is Fort Fisher, N. C., addition to the 
operations building. 

Senator Stennis. All right; proceed to the next one. 

Colonel Ewsank. Geiger, Spokane, Wash., addition to the opera- 
tions building, on page 114. 

Senator Stennis. Next ? 

Colonel Ewpanxk. Next is Harve, Mont., water supply and land 
easement right-of-way. This land easement is to provide an ease- 
ment for laying a waterline to the Air Force station from the river. 

Senator crate Next item ? 

Colonel Ewsanx. Next item is Houma, La., an addition to the opera- 
tions building and water supply. 
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Next one is Kalispell, Mont., where we need an addition to the opera- 
tions building water supply. 

Senator Stennis. Go ahead. 

Colonel Ewsank. Next one is Kingman, Ariz., where we require a 
small recreational building and water supply. This is on page 152, 
Mr. Chairman. 

At Klamath, Calif., page 155, we require an addition to the opera- 
tions building and water supply. 

Senator Jackson. May I is one question? The requirements are 
pretty standard throughout all these facilities ¢ 

Colonel Ewpank. That, Senator Jackson, is-right. 

The next one is Klamath Falls, Oreg., where we require an addition 
to the operations building and water supply. 

Senator Stennis. Next? 

Colonel Ewsank. At MacDill, page 161, we require an addition to 
the operations building. Madera on page 163 is an addition to the 
operations building and water-supply items. Next one is on page 169, 
Miles City, which is a water-supply item, family-housing requirement. 

The next one is Mill Valley, page 171, for water supply. 

Next is on page 177, Minot, for an addition to the operations build- 
ing and water supply. 

The next one is Montauk, N. Y., for a dining hall for the airmen. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you have to have that ? 

Colonel Ewspank. That’s a replacement of an existing structure, 
which is very substandard, of about 3,000 feet. When this new facility 
is completed the old one will be torn down since it is in extremely poor 
condition. We are unable to economically rehabilitate this old mess- 
hall. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Next item? 

Colonel Ewnanx. Next one is at Mount Hebo, on page 182, for an 
operations addition and water supply. 

Next one is on page 185, for water-supply requirements brought 
about by family housing, at Mount Laguna. 

The next one is Mount Lemon, on page 187, for water supply and 
family housing. 

Page 189, North Bend, we need an addition of the operations build- 
ing small addition to the recreation building and water supply. 

The next is on page 196, Opheim, Mont. 

Senator Stennis. You must have jumped to 196? 

Colonel Ewpank. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. There are a number of deletions. Page 196 is the 
next station, a water-supply item brought about by the family housing 
going in there. 

Page 198 is the next item on there, Othello, Wash., for an operations 
building addition. 

The next installation on page 214, Point Arena, Calif., needs a wa- 
ter-supply addition to meet the family-housing requirement. 

Next one on page 237, Sweetwater, Tex., is a requirement for 61 
dormitory spaces. 

Mr. BeLiarv. These are all isolated locations? 

Colonel Ewrnank. Yes, sir, these are isolated locations and at present 
they do not have sufficent dormitories to take care of the airmen. 

Next item is on page 241, Tyndall Air Force Base, Fla. We are re- 
questing an addition to the operations building for SAGE. 
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Mr. BeLiev. Next item? 

Colonel Ewsank. The next item is on page 246, at West Mesa, N. 
Mex., for water supply brought about by family housing requirement. 

The next item is Yaak Air Force Station in Montana, addition to the 
operations building and water distribution lines in this case. At 
present the water requirement for the operation site is being partially 
provided by a spring located at the operation site and these that we 
provide an additional source for the water requirement at that base. 

Mr. BreLrev. Is this water supply for the personnel or also for the 
operation ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. It is for the operational use as well as the person- 
nel. This new addition for the operations building requires a lot of 
air-conditioning which requires water due to the heat generated by the 
equipment. 

Mr. BeLiev. What is the next one / 

Colonel Ewsank. This is all of the A. C. and W. stations as such. 

On page 251 we have an item of $2,669,000 of new authorization 
which is classified and I believe that should go into executive session 
from here on. 

Mr. BeLiev. This item on page 251 is all part of the same system, is 
it not or related to the same system ¢ 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, it is. This is part of the system that we have 
been discussing, however, I think 

Mr. BeLrev. We can continue that when we get into the classified 
session. 

I have two questions. 

General Rentz, you said awhile ago that certain of these items had 
been deleted relative to the SAGE program, yet I notice several of the 
line items are justified as part of the SAGE; that is a little confusing 
to my mind. 

General Renvrz. Those are to tie in to existing or programed SAGE 
facilities. The part that was deleted did not have an effect on these 
A.C. and W. stations. 

Mr. BeLrev. The next question then, will you again state your 
housing program in this A. C. and W. and the policy behind it, please ? 

Colonel Ewsank. Yes, sir. That is on page 256, Mr. BeLieu. We 
are requesting $12,147,000 of new authorization for family housing at 
46 aircraft control and warning stations, totaling 701 units. 

Mr. BeLiev. That is quite a bit of money. What is the policy be- 
hind establishing a requirement for $12 million worth of housing ? 

Colonel Ewnank. Mr. Jacobs, would you address yourself to that 
question ? 

Mr. Jacons. Mr. BeLieu, this constitutes a third increment of family 
housing. We have already had 434 units constructed at these sites 
and last year we received authorization for 1213 units of which we are 
building 800 from funds received last year and the additional require- 
ment for authorization is in this third increment. 

Mr. BeLiev. Am I correct in the belief that most of these installa- 
tions are relatively isolated and cannot depend on local economy for 
housing. You have to have the people stationed here all the time in a 
ready operational basis and, therefore, the requirement is general. 

Mr. Jacors. That’s correct. 

General Rentz. Furthermore, Colonel BeLieu, the isolation and 
the small number of units built at each one of these sites preclude the 
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use of Capehart, that is the reason we ask for appropriated funds on 
the A. C. and W. housing. 

Mr. BeLiaev. Thank you very much. We will stand adjourned until 
2 o'clock this afternoon. 


The committee, I imagine, will have to go into executive session 


for the remainder of the books; will they not? 

General Rentz. We can finish up in executive session after we re- 
sume and then we can go into the open-session portion. It will be 
necessary to go into executive session to finish voume IV. 

(Whereupon, at 12:30 p. m. the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 
at 2 p. m. in secret session.) 
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WEDNESDAY, MAY 29, 1957 


Untrep Srates SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Minirary CONSTRUCTION 
oF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:10 a. m., 
in room 212, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Stennis (presiding), Jackson, and Case. 

Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s have order, please, gentlemen. 

The committee will come to order. We convene today to begin 
hearings on title I, the Army portion of S. 1940, the fiscal year 1958 
military construction authorization bill. 

In this bill, the Army is requesting new construction authority in 
the amount of $323,325,000 and an increase in prior year authoriza- 
tions in the amount of $23.5 million, for a total to be considered of 
approximately $346.8 million. 

I note that the request for deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $23.5 million is the first time the Department of the Army has 
ever requested a substantial amount for this purpose, and I think the 
Department is to be commended for its previous adherence to approved 
authorizations. It is, of course, understandable that, in times of 
rising costs, estimates of authorizations required will not always be 
accurate, 

Incidentally, I note that, apparently by coincidence, the $323,- 
325,000 requested this year is almost the same amount requested last 
year—323,462,000. 

The committee knows that this Army program has been reviewed 
in detail by the Army, by the Office of the Secretary of Defense, and 
by the Bureau of the Budget. In fact, it understands that last Sep- 
tember the Army portion of this bill totaled approximately $2 billion, 
and that the $323 million is many times less than the Army originally 
desired. 

I would like to state here what I said to the Air Force and the other 
Defense witnesses when they appeared before the committee this 
year. 

‘ While the committee knows that each line item is considered im- 
portant and merits full review, nevertheless, it is the committee’s de- 
sire not to consume time in the review of routine, repetitive items, but 
rather to direct its attention to the overall policy matters involved. 
We want to know how the provisions of this bill will assist in pro- 
viding the Army with the facilities necessary to accomplish your 
mission. We particularly desire to know whether these facilities will 
increase the Army’s mobility and striking power. 
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Mr. Secretary Short, it is indeed a pleasure to have you and Gen- 
eral Shuler here today. I understand that you have prepared state- 
ments, and you may proceed by either reading them or inserting them 
in the record, and addressing any remarks you desire to the subject. 

We are glad to have you here, Mr. Secretary, not only for the knowl- 
edge you have of the subject, and I know that is thorough, but also 
because you know our problem and the way we try to approach it and, 
also, for personal reasons, you have always a special welcome here. 

I understand you have a statement there, and you can proceed in 
your own way now and then we will bring up any points. 

If you should have something you want to say off the record, you 
may do that, too. 

Senator Case, do you have any questions before we go on? 

Senator Case. It is certainly a pleasure to have Secretary Short 
with us. We generally have been sitting on the same side of the table, 
so to speak, and many are the times in the House of Representatives 
we have listened with edification and profit to dissertations by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri on matters related to the military, the Military 
Affairs Committee and Armed Services. It certainly will be a pleas- 
ure to listen to him, because we know he has a wealth of background 
that goes into his presentation. ; 

Senator Stennis. Fine. 

All right, Mr. Secretary Short. 
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STATEMENT OF HON. DEWEY SHORT, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
THE ARMY (CIVIL-MILITARY AFFAIRS); ACCOMPANIED BY 
BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM R. SHULER, CHIEF, CONSTRUCTION DIVI- 
SION, OFFICE, DIRECTOR OF INSTALLATIONS, DCSLOG; LT. COL. 
H. A. GOULD, DEPUTY CHIEF, PUBLIC WORKS, PLANNING 
BRANCH, CONSTRUCTION DIVISION, OFFICE, DIRECTOR OF IN- 
STALLATIONS, DCSLOG; BRIG. GEN. E. A. BROWN, JR., ASSISTANT 
CHIEF OF ENGINEERS FOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, OFFICE, 
CHIEF OF ENGINEERS; H. D. VAN KUREN, EXECUTIVE ASSIST- 
ANT, SERVICES AND INSTALLATIONS, OFFICE, CHIEF OF ORD- 
NANCE; W. J. ELLENBERGER, PLANS AND PROGRAMS DIVISION, 
OFFICE, CHIEF OF RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT; COL. M. W. 
WHITSITT, OFFICE, ASSISTANT FOR ARMY CONSTRUCTION, 
OFFICE, ASSISTANT CHIEF ENGINEER FOR MILITARY CONSTRUC- 
TION; H. B. ZACKRISON, CHIEF, ENGINEERING DIVISION, OFFICE, 
ASSISTANT CHIEF ENGINEER FOR MILITARY CONSTRUCTION; 
C. B. SCHMELTZER, ACQUISITION DIVISION, OFFICE, ASSISTANT 
CHIEF ENGINEER FOR REAL ESTATE; C. E. LEMMER, CHIEF, 
PROGRAM BRANCH, OFFICE, ASSISTANT CHIEF ENGINEER FOR 
ARMY CONSTRUCTION; BENJAMIN KELT, CHIEF, ESTIMATING 
BRANCH, OFFICE, ASSISTANT CHIEF ENGINEER FOR MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION; COL. J. G. NELSON, ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, 
G-4, ARMY SECURITY AGENCY; COL. P. H. SCORDAS, CHIEF, 
MATERIEL MAINTENANCE DIVISION, OFFICE, DIRECTOR OF 
SUPPLY OPERATIONS, DCSLOG; HENRY WOHL, CHIEF, ECONOMIC 
AFFAIRS BRANCH, OFFICE, CHIEF OF STAFF; COL. G. F. WIGGER, 
CHIEF, LOGISTICS DIVISION, ARMED FORCES SPECIAL WEAPONS 
PROJECT; COL. RALPH R. CLELAND, MEDICAL FACILITIES 
BRANCH, OFFICE OF THE SURGEON GENERAL; LT. COL. OSCAR 
ADAMS, ASSISTANT CHIEF, FACILITIES BRANCH OFFICE, THE 
SURGEON GENERAL; LT. COL. GERALD P. LERNER, ARMY COM- 
MUNICATION SERVICE DIVISION, OFFICE, CHIEF SIGNAL OFFI- 
CER; AND ROBERT R. PHILIPPE, RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 
DIVISION, OFFICE, CHIEF OF ENGINEERS 


Mr. Snort. I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman, and the Senator 
from South Dakota, for your very kind words. I know they come 
from your heart, and I appreciate the warm welcome. 

I might take just 30 seconds to tell you gentlemen that I have 
learned in the brief time [ have been in the Pentagon that all the 
headaches are not on this Hill. I have also discovered that the men 
in the executive department of the Government are high-minded, 
patriotic, and devoted to duties as are the Members of Congress. So, 
I am having a rather rich and interesting experience, looking at many 
of these problems; some of them are old and familiar problems, but 
I do look at them from a different angle from the other side of the 
river, Which, I think, is a good thing for anyone. 
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Senator Stennis. We feel that you are rendering a very valuable 
service to the military services and to the country. 

Mr. Suort. I miss the very close and happy associations with you 
gentlemen here, but I am making some new connections, which I 
amenjoying verymuch. | init 

Mr. Chairman, it is a distinct pleasure and privilege for me to 
appear before you today to open the Army presentation of the fiscal 
year 1958 military publie-works bill. 

The total estimated cost of the work described in the Army title of 
the bill before you is $323,325,000 in new authorization, divided into 
$259.6 million for the continental United States and $63.8 million 
overseas, just about a fourth as much as the construction at home. 

The Army feels that this program is both modest and minimal. I 
think the original request from the field was in excess of $900 million, 
almost a billion dollars, but, after it was thoroughly screened by the 
men in the Pentagon and over in the Budget Bureau and then re- 
screened again by these very efficient officers, they have reduced the 
original request to $323 million. We do feel that this program is 
modest and minimal, and that it is commensurate with the national 
economy, and that it is significantly related to the Army’s primary 
purpose of providing a deterrent to general and local wars. 

Of course, it is not as much as we would like to have. It never is. 
But it is a figure that we feel we can live with in the present world con- 
ditions and fit in the overall picture, because the Army, while it is 
the oldest branch of our services, is still modest and realizes there are 
other services in our Defense Establishment and we try to keep them 
in balance. 

The projects proposed are support requisites for the assigned mis- 
sions of the Army, particularly its responsibility for the provision of 
ready, mobile, striking forces, overseas deployments covering vital 
strategic areas, and contribution to the continental air defense of the 
United States. 

The Army, in order to insure proper balance in funding its diverse 
missions, employs a system of three primary programs which are 
carefully reviewed annually under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Army : Troops, materiel, and installations. 

Other programs support the three primary programs. One of these 
contributing programs is the military-construction program. It must 
provide the construction needed to make the others effective. 

By comparison and analysis of program development and execu- 
tion, we are able to maintain balance between the programs or to 
identify imbalances readily. 

The Army bases the planning of its construction program upon 
requirements for the current and the long-range Army, evaluation 
of the relative priority of our requirements, and assessment of our 
existing assets. As the committee is aware, construction master 
planning of Army installations has been in effect for over 10 years. 
Standards of space or other physical units have long been in use in 
the Army, so that planners at all levels of command have common, 
uniform yardsticks. The Army has based its permanent construction 
target on a comprehensive stationing plan, at our permanent stations. 

In planning permanent construction with a designed life expect- 
ancy of 35 years or more, it would be shortsighted indeed not to plan 
as far into the future as is feasible. 
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We want to avoid these peaks and valleys and feasts and famines, 
because in order to save money in the long run, you have to have a 
well-thought-out program and that is what the Army is striving to do. 

The Army plans to complete phase I of its permanent plant over a 
20-year period beginning in 1954. To achieve this goal by 1974 re- 
quires an average annual increment for permanent plant alone of 
approximately $230 million, based on present-day pricing. Of course, 
that fluctuates a great deal as we all know. 

Because of budgetary and obligation restrictions, we have fallen 
far short of this yearly increment in the first 4 fiscal years of our 
plan. The proposal now before the committee contains an increment 
of permanent plant in the amount of $140 million new authorization, 
representing a further shortfall in this area, not 230 million but it 
has been cut to $140 million. 

This is, of course, in direct recognition of the budgetary limitations 
of our national economy and takes cognizance of other pressing con- 
struction requirements with overriding priorities. Nike defense 
facilities, and installations in certain overseas base-rights areas exem- 
plify urgent needs which necessitate deferring some of our needs at 
permanent installations. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Secretary, would you clarify for 
me the difference between this $140 million and the total estimated cost 
of the work of $323 mentioned in an earlier paragraph ? 

Mr. Suorr. You mean $230, wasn’t it ? 

Senator Case. On the first page you said the total estimated cost. 

Mr. Suorr. In this bill? 

Senator Casr. Yes. 

Mr. Suorr. It is $323 million in new authorization. 

Senator Casg. That is authorization. 

Mr. Suorr. Divided between construction in the continental United 
States and overseas. I was speaking of the long-range plan here in 
order to complete phase I of its permanent plant over the 20-year 
period between 1954 and 1974, we plan to spend, require $230 million. 

Senator Casr. But then you say the proposal now before the com- 
mittee contains an increment of permanent plant of $140 million in 
new authorization. 

Mr. Suorr. This permanent plant in the amount of $140 million 
excludes these Nike defenses. 

General Suuter. Mr. Secretary, may I? Mr. Case, if I may answer 
your question for you, I would state that the $230 million is strictly 
for the permanent plant for our permanent stations. The remainder, 
the difference between that and the total request, includes for instance 
$115 million for Nike and Hawk which is not permanent construction, 
but is concrete block modified emergency-type construction, and in- 
cludes construction other than permanent in overseas base-rights areas, 
for instance the line of communication in France. So what the Secre- 
tary has stated is that this 20-year plan is the buildup at our permanent 
stations for phase 1 of the long-range permanent Army, and I must 
state that this is a construction planning figure only, and in no way 
limits the strength of the Army. That, Senator, is 650,000 men to be 
stationed in the permanent Army at our permanent stations in the con- 
tinental United States and our possessions, such as Hawaii and in the 


Caribbean. 
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Senator Casr. General, I am trying to get the figures together that 
total $323 million, which was stated in the first part of the Secretary’s 
statement. Now, am I correct if I add $140 million for new authoriza- 
tion in permanent planning, $115 million for nonpermanent items like 
Nike, and $63 million for overseas which gives me $318 million? 

General Suuter. I will have to give you the remainder of this list, 
Mr. Case. 

Mr. Suorr. General Shuler has detailed figures. 

General Suvuter. May I place in the record the complete additional 
items / 

Senator Srennis. Read them now. 

General Suuver. All right. 

For permanent barracks 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I don’t need the detail to be read. 
All I want is a reconciliation of a statement that the proposal now 
before us contains $140 million in new authorization on one page anc 
on the other page, $323 million. 

General SuHuter. Mr. Case, if you will add into the figures you have 
written down there $10 million for Korea, that is also not permanent. 
$20.9 million for LOC, France 

Senator Casr. Does that add up to the $63.8 million, all that over- 
seas ¢ 

General Suuter. I would have to add that up, sir. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, let the Secretary go ahead with the 
statement. I will work that out with General Shuler. 

Mr. Snort. General Shuler will give you justification for each line 
item and he has a complete breakdown. 

Senator Stennis. While they calculate that, if it is all right with 
Senator Case, we will let the Secretary proceed. 

Mr. Sort. I might say that it won't take much longer. 

Senator Srennis. Take as much time as you wish. I don’t want to 
rush you. 

Mr. Suorr. Turning now to the content of title I, I would like to 
identify briefly some of the significant projects or groups of projects. 

These, in the aggregate, account for about 80 percent of the Army title. 

First is a group of projects needed to continue and support the 
Army’s research, development, and test program. In this very im- 
portant field the Army is continuing to improve its equipment and 
weapons, keeping abreast of worldwide technological advances. In- 
cluded in the program are $15.8 million for facilities for this aggres- 
sive and vital mission. 

Next is the sum of $115 million for Nike and Hawk facilities, and 
$8.5 million for logistic support of Nike units. This Army pioneered 
surface-to-air missile is the only missile now on site protecting the 
industrial, defense, and population centers of the United States. The 
committee, I am sure, is fully aware of the importance of these con- 
struction requirements. 

The Army, in recognizing the importance and complexity of its 
missions, must continue to attract and retain its share of the country’s 
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most promising young men. In this connection I cannot overempha- 
size the important areas of troop housing and BOQ’s. The bill con- 
tains $30.6 million for approximately 14,800 permanent barracks 
spaces and $3.6 million for approximately 2500 semipermanent bar- 
racks spaces. Completion of these will leave the Army with a phase 
I deficit of approximately 208,000 permanent barracks spaces yet to 
be built. Also included are $2.9 million for BOQ and nurses quarters 
totaling 360 spaces. 

I also want to emphasize our crucial problem of family housing. 
Much has bene done in recent years but much remains to be done. 

We have worked long enough on these problems, Mr. Chairman, 
and all, to know that the Congres, both Houses, the Senate and House 
in recent years, particularly these Committees on the Armed Services 
charged with the responsibility of protecting the security of the 
Nation, we have bent over backward and thought as far as we thought 
our domestic economy could stand to try to make military career 
attractive to young men, to get them and hold them and prevent the 
rapid turnover that is always expensive and make it difficult to build 
up an efficient fighting force. We have voted all kinds of fringe 
benefits, we have kept open P-X’s and commissaries, we voted separa- 
tion pay, medical care for dependents, increased pay, and retirement 
benefits and all the rest, but perhaps the thing that has more to do 
with the morale of our troops, generally speaking, the overall problem, 
is decent housing. 

It is the lack of adequate housing facilities that affects not only the 
soldier but particularly the family and since so many men in our 
modern Army and in the Army today you have a much greater per- 
centage of married men and they have larger families, which makes 
this problem of family housing—and I might say that all this Wherry 
and Capehart falls under my jurisdiction and that has given me one 
of my biggest headaches, that is the reason I have taken this minute 
to interpolate to show you how very vital and important this is if 
we are to get men in the service and hold them. These technicians, 
the skilled men that man the Nike sites unless they have decent ade- 
quate housing to live in, if they are forced to be separated from their 
families they get out of the service.. I think we all are keenly aware 
of how vital and crucial this problem of family housing is. You can’t 
emphasize it too much. We are making some progress, not as much 
or as fast as I would like, but we have to do the best we can with the 
funds that are available. 

This is a problem which occupies a position of urgency among the 
many problems facing the Secretary of the Army, the Chief of Staff, 
and all major commanders in the field. Consequently, the Army is 
endeavoring to extract the maximum results from a combination of 
building by private enterprises under the provisions of the Capehart 
Act, building with appropriated funds, using surplus commodities 
in temporary base-rights areas overseas, and leasing at antiaircraft 
sites. 

We have got to employ all those methods in order to finance and 
get these houses. 

As of May 1, 1957, the Army has placed under contract 9,360 units 
of Capehart housing at 29 installations. We have been somewhat 
disappointed by the amount of Capehart housing available thus far. 
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The principal reason for this has been the tightening of the money 
market, a factor over which we have little or perhaps no control. 

Senator Srennis. Would you mind a brief interruption right there? 
We have been concerned with you, about which is the best program. 
Are you free to give us an opinion—I will put it this way: Don’t 
you think the Government gets more for its dollar just to go on and 
appropriate the money and build these houses ¢ 

r. SHort. There is no doubt about it. I have felt for years and 
think most of the Members of the House Armed Services Committee 
have felt strongly for a long time that you get more for your dollar 
by having appropriated funds for houses. -The only trouble is that 
the need is so great and the volume of money needed is so enormous 
we can’t do it. 

Senator Srennis. We certainly appreciate your expression of 
opinion there and we regard it as a valuable one. 

Mr. Suorr. Appropriated funds, yes. When we set up Capehart 
houses to have them privately financed we put a $200 million fund in 
the kitty, Fannie May to take care of isolated spots in our country 
and overseas, where money would not be available. That well has run 
dry. I am glad you mentioned it because I am very much concerned 
and I am very eager as is the Secretary to get the bill through. The 
bill introduced by Congressman Rains and amended by Congressman 
Edmondson carried $300 million for Fannie May for the military part 
of the housing bill. Here in the Senate you passed a bill—I think 
Senator Sparkman carried it and he had a colloquy on the floor with 
you. You had $50 million in there but I understand you raised that 
to $250 million and that that bill is now in conference between Senate 
and House. 

Their bill is 300 million and your bill is 250 million. I would ap- 
preciate it, Mr. Chairman, knowing you are familiar with the legisla- 
tion and have had much to do with it if you and your colleagues in 
the Senate could get with the House Members at the earliest members 
in conference and agree on the sum of well, 250 or 300 million, either 
one but we sorely are in need of that to take care of the very urgent 
and vital needs at certain installations. 

I have in mind Fort Polk in Louisiana that needs $33 million for 
that armored division that was moved from Hood to Polk you see, 
over a year ago. They are in dire need unless we can go ahead with 
the contractor, it will be very expensive to the taxpayer. 

Yes, I favor appropriated fund housing but we don’t have enough 
money to build it. I am glad you asked that question. 

Senator Casr. I think it is only fair for me to say to Secretary 
Short, that, as far as I am concerned, I think that the whole subject 
of military housing requires a direct and specific exploration. 

Mr. Suorr. That’s right. 

Senator Casr. That it should be primarily the responsibility of the 
Committee on Armed Services to consider the problem of military 
housing rather than of some other committee. I feel that it has to be 
geared to your whole military planning, the whole defense planning. 
Consequently before the subject of housing is closed this year, I hope 
that this committee will have a special hearing devoted exclusively to 
the housing problem and that it may come before we report the mili- 
tary construction bill. 
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Senator Stennis. I think we all want to get into that subject. 

Mr. Suorr. I couldn’t argue with you gentlemen on that. 

Senator Srennis. We certainly will unless we are prohibited by 
things we don’t foresee now or time limitations. 

Mr. Suorr. Certainly the Armed Services Committee should have 
charge of the miiltary housing. I couldn’t argue with you gentlemen 
for a moment on that. 

Senator STENNis. We appreciate your opinions very much. 

Mr. Suorr. The future of this whole program will depend almost 
entirely on the availability of financing. The bill contains $12.6 mil- 
lion for the provision of 415 appropriated fund family houses at sta- 
tions where Capehart housing is not feasible. 

Turning finally to the overseas areas, we are requesting $63.8 mil- 
lion, which will provide combat, training, and logistic facilities in 
United States Territories, possessions, and temporary base-rights 
areas. In Alaska, Hawaii, and the Caribbean, the proposed construc- 
tion is an increment for the Army’s permanent plant. 

In the other areas, construction is of modified-emergency type, since 
these areas are not garrisoned on a permanent basis. 

Brig. Gen. William R. Shuler, Chief of the Construction Division, 
Office of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics, will present the de- 
tails of our authorization request. 

I think perhaps, Senator Case, he will be able to answer the ques- 
tions you raised earlier. I appreciate the opportunity of being heard 
briefly on this overall requirement as far as the Army is concerned in 
the present public works construction bill. If there are any questions 
of a general nature, I will be happy to try to answer them. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Senator Case, you proceed with your questions, any additional ques- 
tions, you have. 

Mr. Suorr. General Shuler who has made an intensive and thorough 
study of this problem for the past several months will be able to an- 
swer questions. 

Senator Stennis. We will go over the whole bill with him. He is 
always well prepared on these line items. 

Senator Casr. You have made a distinction here, Mr. Secretary, 
between the Army’s permanent plant and the construction of a modi- 
fied emergency type. 

Mr. Suorr. Yes. 

Senator Case. Is the construction which you classify modern emer- 
gency type of a character that will serve the permanent plant, or as a 
part of the four nonpermanent installations ? 

Mr. Suorr. It would certainly serve for a considerable length of 
time, these modified permanent, it is neither permanent or temporary 
sort of a half-way measure, between the extremes, but I understand 
that is in areas where we don’t intend to stay permanently. 

Senator Case. At different points in your statement you referred 
to budgetary limitations. Does that mean that the Army is operating 
within an overall ceiling for construction ? 

Mr. Suorr. I am glad you raised that question. Before the commit- 
tee was called to order I was telling the chairman that the Army has 
lived pretty well within its budget and I think we will close next 
month practically right on the button. I don’t know whether some 
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of the other services will be able to stay within the scope of their 
budget limitations as well as the Army but that is a question for you 
to raise with them. I am happy to say that the Army has kept pretty 
well within its budget and we hope in the fiscal year to spend no 
more. 

Senator Casz. Are you speaking now of construction budget, or 
overall ? 

Mr. Snort. The Army costs as a whole. 

Senator Casp. The Army costs as a whole? 

Mr. Snort. For the Army, the particular Department of the Army. 

Senator Case. At one point you referred to—— 

Mr. Suorrt. I think our record will be very favorably compared with 
the other services. 

Senator Casr. This 20-year program for building up the permanent 
establishment apparently started 4 years ago? 

Mr. SHort. 1954 to 1974. That’sright. But we haven’t been able to 
spend as much yearly on that as we had hoped, particularly in the 
field of housing, though, because there are certain overriding priori- 
ties like the construction of Nike sites that take precedence over things 
that are desirable but less essential. 

Senator Case. Four years at an average annual increment of $230 
million would amount to $920 million. What is your deficiency against 
the $920 million for the 4-year total ? 

General Suter. Senator Case, beginning in fiscal year 1954, start- 
ing with the inventory of permanent construction that we had at that 
time the total amount of money required to complete the permanent 
os of phase I of the permanent long-range Army was $4.6 billion. 

f you divide that, sir, by 20 years that gives you the annual incre- 
ment the Secretary stated of $230 million. In the first 4 years we have 
fallen behind $329 million due to various limitations placed on us, 
including the budget limitations we have to live under. 

This year, because we are only able to ask for $140 million, adds 
another $90 million to that deficit. 

Senator Casz. So that you will have a deficiency of $428 million on 
your 20-year plan ? 

General SuHuter. Yes, sir; about that, counting the fiscal year 1958 
program. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. In 1954, were you able to set forth a permanent sta- 
tion plan which has not been modified by changes in mission or assign- 
ment of duties since that time? 

General SuHuter. To a major degree; yes, sir. Take, for instance, 
the making of Fort Polk a permanent installation. The only major 
thing that happened there was that instead of having two armored 
divisions in Fort Hood we moved one to Fort Polk. Our permanent 
construction was not even built up to a one armored division level, so 
it merely transferred the requirement over to Fort Polk. So there is 
a major change in a station plan which did not affect materially the 
20-year plan. There have been minor changes, but on the whole, sir, 
I would say there have been no major changes to affect the plan. 

If we keep having a short fall we will have to either extend the plan 
to an unreasonable period of time, or abandon it as a plan. 

Senator Case. Your 20-year plan contemplated a total permanent 
station additional investment of $4.6 billion ? 

General Suuter. That’s right, sir. 
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Senator Case. Now in the 4 years since that was adopted, haven’t 
we had rather significant changes in the assignment of missions be- 
tween the services ? 

General Suuter. Sir, you understand that the overseas temporary 
base rights areas are not involved in this plan ? 

Senator Casr. You are talking about ZI? 

General ee LER, I am talking about ZI, Hawaii, Alaska, and the 
Caribbean. I don’t believe, sir, we have had any changes of a major 
import that would affect this construction plan as a construction plan. 
The only 

Senator Jackson. The missile program wouldn’t come in that cate- 
gory because the 1,500 miles would be overseas. 

General Suuter. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. Other than Alaska? 

General Suuter. Nike is not in this permanent plan either. Those 
are not on a permanent status of construction. 

Senator Case. I was going to ask that. 

Mr. Snort. That is very true. I think we should bear in mind that 
due to the rapid changes in the techniques and weapons of modern war- 
fare this program has to be more or less as particular and you will 
have to anticipate changes which I think the Senator from South 
Dakota has hinted at. 

Senator Casr. Yes. Some of those would be reflected, I should 
think, in the amount of construction required in your permanent sta- 
tions. 

Mr. Snort. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case, would you yield to me right there 
to ask one question on Nike? You say that your Nike costs of instal- 
lations is not included in these figures you have been referring to in 
your 20-year plan ¢ 

General Suuter. That is correct, Mr. Chairman, because those struc- 
tures are not permanent type, they are modified emergency, the one- 
story concrete-block type. 

Senator Stennis. One thing I am imperssed with, I am talking 
about the actual installation itself, the hole in the ground, is that 
charged to your program ? 

General Suuter. The hole in the ground is not charged to the 20- 
year permanent plant program. We consider these installations as 
not permanent installations, by definition. 

Senator Stennis. I was impressed with the Secretary’s statement 
that shows how this Nike program is holding you down, taking your 
money, taking your men, and taking your maintenance costs. 1 would 
like to see you freed of the thing so far as that part is concerned. It 
is holding you back as I see it. 

Senator Case, I didn’t mean to interrupt you. 

Senator Casr. I have one more question at this point. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 

Senator Case. Your deficiency of $329 million in this 4-year period 
measured against the $920 million which would be 4 years times $230 
million, would indicate that you have received $591 million. 

General Suuter. Toward the permanent plan, sir, yes. 

Senator Casr. In addition to that, during the same 4 years what 
have you received for the modified emergency construction items in 
addition to the permanent construction ? 
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General Suter. Mr. Case, I will have to furnish that. 

Senator Case. Suppose you put that in the record. 

General SuHuter. Colonel Gould, will you get the appropriations 
for the last 4 years and subtract the amount of the permanent plan 
and let us have that for the record ¢ 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


Million 
Construction objective, permanent plant, fiscal year 1954 through fiscal 
kl cate ell Ae eeislipne eaten tatieip ath reintonaiepmn year manerenpeyre ante manna eapqrenes 
Obligations incurred, permanent plant, fiscal year 1954 through fiscal 
a a aN a lc entering os eiendinds sb imaneneesioewcsinsn dite ibaa 591 
Obligations incurred, other than permanent plant, fiscal year 1954 through 
BU I chalk a as cacnccetemnnel 1, 015 


Senator Cass. In the proposals now before us you actually are get- 
ting or asking for $115 million that would be in that category ¢ 
ee Suuter. No, sir; $115 million is for tactical facilities, for 
Nike. 

Senator Cas. That is in the nonpermanent, isn’t it? 

General Suuter. I’m sorry, I understood you mean in the perma- 
nent. I’m sorry, sir. 

Senator Casz. First I was asking for the amount over the perma- 
nent that you got during the past 4 years and now I am trying to sum- 
gy it; the amount of nonpermanent you are asking for in this 

ill. 

General SHuter. May I give you that now? I have that in answer 
to your original question. The permanent plant request in this present 
request for new authorization is $140 million as stated by the Secre- 
tary, broken down $123 million in the continental United States and 
$17 million in Hawaii, Alaska, and the Caribbean. 

That is your $140 million permanent plan. The other than perma- 
nent plan is $115 million for tactical facilities, Nike, Hauk, $46.8 
million in overseas nonpermanent base rights areas, LOC France 
would be an example of that. Then the balance is 21.5 million, which 
I will call “other.” That is principally composed of $8.5 million for 
logistic support facilities for the Nike program, our signal, engineer 
and ordnance maintenance shop-type installations; $750,000 for a 
classified project at Fort Bragg which I will explain later, $5 mil- 
lion for research and development in the special section in the public 
works bill, the section number is section 103. A small amount of con- 
struction at Camp A. P. Hill, sir, which is not a permanent station 
but which has a mission which requires this construction. 

Those make up the remaining 21 and a half million dollars, You 
have $140 million for permanent plant, and taking that away from 
your $323 million, it means that the remainder is for other than perma- 
nent construction, sir. 

Senator Case. That’s all. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Jackson, I thought we would get into 
the policy questions now with the Secretary and everybody have a 
chance to ask him some questions and then start with General Shuler. 

Senator Jackson. How long are we going to continue these 90 
millimeter antiaircraft gun battalions and how many do we have? 

General Suuter. Mr. Jackson, we are not doing one bit of MCA 
construction for any antiaircraft guns, including 75 millimeters, 90 
millimeter, and 120 millimeter, all that type of construction was 
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stopped almost a year ago. We are not, and we do not intend to con- 
struct anymore in support of antiaircraft gun sites. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me just a minute. I understood we had 
land acquisition requests pending here for these items. 

General Suvuter. Those are Nike and Hawk, sir, alone. There are 
no land requests in this program for guns. 

Senator Jackson. The Hawk is to take the place of the 90 milli- 
meter. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLirv. What the chairman refers to is for renewal of leases 
in the Washington AA defense area and St. Louis defense area. In 
Washington we have an acquisition project for 270 some acres at an 
annual rental in excess of $55,000; the justification says for gun bat- 
talions or gun positions. 

General SHuter. What I stated was there was no MCA construc- 
tion now going in or to be put in for guns, 

Senator Srennis. We accept that statement. What about the 
leases ? 

General SHuter. As far as leases, Mr. Schmeltzer, do you have 
any knowledge of any continuation of gun battalions? 

Mr. Scumetrzer. We are continuing those that we can until the 
program is completed. 

Senator Jackson. I would like to have a report on the number of 
conventional battalions that we have deployed in continental United 
States and the cost figures on the present lease operations, or if there 
are fee holdings, 

This bothers me. I hate to see the Army 

Fonenir Stennis. You mean this type of battalion for antiair- 
crait ¢ 

Senator Jackson. Yes. The Army is dissipating its mission in 
defensive roles. We are going so far into Nike that the Army will 
lose its punch. I am not against Nike, but the Army is carrying a 
terrific defensive role and I am not so sure this is a wise use of our 
material and our manpower resources. 

Senator Srennis. I would like to support you. I would like to 
say I believe in the Army being a mobile striking force. That is how 
I like to think of the Army. 

We want to get the facts here, pardon me just a minute. Do you 
have an opinion here about the advisability of these antiaircraft guns 
being used? The General or the Secretary ? 

We are in the policy part of our hearings now. 

Senator Jackson. That is why I asked the question. 

Mr. Suorr. I think the committee is cognizant of about the number 
of Nike sites we have around our large industrial and populous centers 
in the country. I prefer to give those figures in closed session. They 
are very vital of course and one of the biggest headaches of these Nike 
sites where you start building housing to take care of them. 

Senator Stennis. Excuse me. 

Senator Jackson. I think the general would like to comment. 

Mr. Snort. I get the Senator’s point, Mr. Chairman, because I have 
shared some of his apprehensions. 

Senator Stennis. Good. 

Mr. SHort. We could place perhaps too much emphasis or spend 
too much money purely from a defensive standpoint. I, like you. 
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believe that we should have a hard-hitting mobile Army with offensive 
striking power. I can assure you the Chief of Staff and the Secretary 
of the Army have that in mind too. We have to keep in balance. 

Senator Jackson. Once they decide to move against the United 
States, they are going to go all out. What are the men behind a 90- 
millimeter gun going to contribute ? 

Mr. Suorr. We have stopped that. Our antiaircraft today is the 
Nike. 

Senator Stennis. The Senator’s question is about the leases, There 
is no use for us to go into it unless you have the facts with you. If 
you don’t have it, that’s all right. 

General Sauter. I would like to reply to Mr. Jackson. First of 
all we will furnish for the record, in answer to your question, the in- 
formation you desire. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

(The number of battalions deployed is classified information and has been 
furnished to the committee by separate transmittal). 

Gun units are located either on existing military installations or on leasehold 
property. At present there are 317 leasehold interests in effect, for 4,277 acres 
of land at an annual cost of $263,809. The present Army policy precludes the 
acquisition of land in fee for siting of gun units. 

Senator Jackson. In that connection, might I interrupt for one 
moment? In connection with my request may we have as complete 
personnel strength figures and the annual costs, including operation 
and maintenance figures, as best you have them. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. To get a picture of the budget in that category. 
Excuse me. 

General Suuter. I would like to say this in answer to your question. 
As I stated, approximately a year ago the entire Army staff and De- 
partment of Defense adopted a policy that we would go very strongly 
as fast as we could away from conventional weapons toward the weap- 
ons the Senator is talking about. I have already stated that we stopped 
asking for money for construction. We actually didn’t carry out a 
number of contracts, I could tell the Senator about. We didn’t acquire 
land. I will give yeuan example. At Oswego range we didn’t acquire 
the land authorized. We didn’t buy the land at Camp Welfleet. We 
are taking action in the Pentagon to stop that. However, on the 
other side of the question these men who are manning these guns 
now are the type of men that are going to switch over as fast as we 
can do it to the Hawk and these other weapons. I know that the oper- 
ations people in the Army feel it is a training vehicle, and as fast as we 
can get them on the other weapons we immediately will. I don’t feel 
that the committee should shut off on the leases so that the people will 
be left high and dry. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, left high and dry? Can’t 
you put them doing something else? 

General Sauter. They are trained to fire at-—— 

Senator Stennis. Can’t you do something else? They are going out 
of the program. 

General Suuter. We need men like them to man our Hawk bat- 
talions as we get them ready. 

Senator Srennis. Couldn’t you be putting them to doing some- 
thing else in the meantime, this mobile striking force that the Secre- 
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tary is talking about? Do you mean you are keeping these antiair- 
craft battalions there to keep them in continued training for something 
that will not continue in the program ? 

General Suuter. No, sir, it is the same general type of training as 
we would give them on Hawk, sir, only the Hawk is a more advanced 
weapon. 

Senator Stennis. With all deference to you, that is a mighty thin 
argument to me. I don’t understand why you tie men down on Army 
matters that you say are obsolete rather than put them in this mobile 
striking strength. I know I am not a military man. 

General Suuter. The electronic controls and techniques and every- 
thing of firing antiaircraft guns compare to a major degree with the 
same techniques as will be used in firing Hawk. 

Senator Stennis I wouldn’t doubt there is some similarity. 

Senator Jackson. Would you be using the Nike sites for Hawk? 

General Suuter. I can’t answer that. We are studying whether 
we can put the Hawk on the Nike sites or have separate sites. We only 
request two in this program. Those are the first two. We know what 
cities they are going in, but we haven’t pinned down whether we can 
put them on a Nike battery site, that is a battery of Hawk on a Nike 
battery site or whether we have to have another site. 

Senator Jackson. Are we at the point now where you can start train- 
ing your people in connection with the operation of Hawk? 

General Suuter. Sir, we are about at that point. At McGregor 
range. However, we have not started yet due to Hawk development 
and procurement factors. 

Senator Jackson. Will this be at El Paso? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, outside of Fort Bliss. 

Mr. Snort. If the Senator could have been with a few of us about 
3 or 4 weeks ago to McGregor range to see the Nike Hercules which 
is about 4 times as powerful as the original Nike Ajax. 

Senator Jackson. Did you see the story that was in the New York 
Times in that regard in which a Russian military magazine editor 
commented in great detail on the Nike? 

Mr. Suorr. He laughed and scoffed it off, but it is nothing to laugh 
at, it is about the best weapon we have at the present time. You 
never have perhaps a perfect weapon, but we can’t give them up. 
You can’t call the Nikes obsolete or obsolescent. It is the best you 
have at the present time. 

Senator Siento. I think there is no doubt that the Nike is the 
best point defense weapon we have. The big problem, however, sitting 
at this end of the situation is to try—and I am sure it is at your end— 
to decide where these sites are going to be in the ight of the present 
state of the art and what it might be 5 years from now. 

Mr. Suorr. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. As time goes on and you extend the range of 
weapons, one questions whether you want these sites around cities 
because you have greater capability as the range is extended and can 
extend the sites, or have them between large cities so you can con- 
centrate your fire either over one city or the other. I realize that it 
is difficult for you to try to keep current with Nike and at the same 
time meet the future possibilities, but we may suddenly be confronted 
with a lot of surplus sites. 
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One point in connection with what the chairman mentioned, General, 
I am wondering if some of these battalions couldn’t be terminated and 
the personnel assigned to the various test centers, such as at Bliss. 
Don’t we have a range in our State right out of Yakima, Wash.? 

General Suuter. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. That is 90 millimeter stuff. We might save some 
money if we made an effort to reduce the battalions. I am aware 
of the problem of training. 

Mr. Suorr. I can answer that. You have to have the men within 
10 minutes distance of the Nike sites. They serve 7 days a week and 
around the clock too, day and night. They have to be there to man 
these guns in case of an emergency. They are rotated as you know 
every 3 or 4 weeks almost around the clock. They are brought down 
to El] Paso from McGregor range and given the intensified training. 

Senator Jackson. I understand on the Nike; I am talking about the 
90 millimeter. They are separate sites. 

Mr. Suorr. I don’t know of any 90 millimeter. 

Senator Jackson. It was called to our attention, there is a refer- 
ence in here to the one out in St. Louis. You have a 90 millimeter 
battalion in the St. Louis area. 

Mr. BeLiev. That is correct. 

Mr. Suorr. Skysweepers. 

Mr. BreLiev. It says gun positions. It doesn’t identify the weapon. 

General Suter. There is no such request in this program. 

Senator Srennis. No, we are questioning you gentlemen and ask- 
ing your advice on these other matters. 

General Suuter. I respectfully feel that in a closed session, if I 
get the proper people up here, they can answer the questions. 

Senator Srennis. We are going into that. 

The committee has already requested from the Department of De- 
fense a complete review of all continental Air Defenses. Now, you 
gentlemen and the Secretary are here for policy matters. I know 
that is your primary mission. We wanted your opinion on these 
matters. I asked you about housing and Senator Jackson asked you 
about this. 

We have a very difficult time, as the Secretary knows, getting at the 
facts in these matters and we value the opinions of different persons. 

Incidentally, you asked about a lease here that has been pending for 
some time, also, hasn’t it ? 

Mr. BeLarv. Yes, sir. We have had these two leases for about a 
month. 

Senator Jackson. Where are the locations? 

Senator Stennis. St. Louis and Washington. We thought this 
was for the 90 millimeter. Find out about that. 

Weare not trying to hear the case now, General. 

Senator Jackson. Admiral Burke testified yesterday that they are 
beginning to remove all their conventional antiaircraft guns from the 
Navy ships. I realize that they have the Terrier, or some other 
missile. There is a little bit of a problem because the elimination of 
all antiaircraft guns could cause a gap that might be serious. 

as Suorr. It is a slow transition, transfer, you have to have it 
orderly. 

Senator Jackson. The enemy could come in low and you wouldn’t 
have anything. 
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Mr. Suort. You wouldn’t have anything. 

Senator Stennis. Any more questions ? 

Senator Jackson. That’s all. 

Senator Stennis. I want to say again for emphasis what little I 
see of the picture, I like to think of the Army as this mobile striking 
force, muscle rather than purely defensive concept, and I frankly 
think that you are being overloaded with the pinpoint defenses that 
is taking too much of your money and taking too many of your men. 
I would like to see the Army aatite out strongly for this other phase. 

Mr. Snort. Very interesting to get your views. 

Senator Jackson. I would like to say in that connection it is my un- 
derstanding that the Army is giving serious consideration to the use 
of National Guard forces—maybe the Secretary and the general can 
correct me—to man Nike and relieve them of this heavy defensive 
ea which probably is out of balance. Am I correct in 
that ¢ 

Mr. Suorr. You are correct. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have actual plans in progress now? 

Mr. Suort. Yes, they are being definitely considered and I think 
your suggestion is very interesting and also helpful. I will see that 
it is called to the attention of these people too. 

Senator Jackson. I think it would oe well if the Secretary, or gen- 
eral, could submit a statement on the Army’s thinking and plans. I 
talked to General Taylor about it and I know it hasn’t been resolved 
in a final form, but I think it is encouraging that at least there is a 
possibility that a more effective use can be made of National Guard 
units and relieve the Army of this burden. 

Senator Srennis. I want to say this, too, to the general and the 
Secretary, it looks to me like the cost of the defensive program is 
going up over the years. With all this missile program added, you are 
going to be requesting additional millions of dollars, and you are 
going to have to phase out some things as you phase in new ones, We 
can’t keep piling things on top of the other. 

Mr. Snorr. It seems, though, that the new is a little more expensive 
than the old, so I don’t know how to cut costs. 

Senator Stennis. It is. But if you don’t cut out programs at the 
bottom as you pile in new ones on top, you get a burden that can’t be 
carried. 

Mr. Suorr. That’s right. 

Senator Srennis. This military program is not a temporary thing 
tome. I think it is permanent. That is something the people haven't 
fully realized. ‘They expect this thing to be lifted in a few more 
years, and it won’t be. So, I think the military has a responsibility 
there. 

Mr. Snort. You have to have something you can live with. 

Senator Stennis. Keep our defenses strong within, not the present 
appropriations necessarily, but without letting them run up so fast. 
Well, we have already mentioned your antiaircraft defenses and all 
and have indicated our opinion on those things. We will get, then, 
into the whole picture when we have this general hearing on it that 
we hope we get to. 

Do you have anything further you want to add on the family hous- 
ing, Mr. Secretary? You covered that pretty well a while ago, I 
thought. 
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Mr. Suorr. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. There have been some inquiries here about 60 
installations that were made last year at Fort Leonard Wood, Mo., 
Fort Gordon, Ga., Fort Polk, La., Fort Chaffee, Ark., Fort Stewart, 
Ga., and Fort Jackson, S.C. I haven’t looked through the bills; are 
there any authorization requests in the bill on that to make these 
permanent? 

Mr. Suort. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. They have been declared permanent ? 

Mr. Suort. They have been declared permanent. In order to get 
the greatest defense for the dollar, the Army constantly reviews in- 
stallations, but it is not our purpose at the present time to close any 
of these that you mentioned. 

Senator Case. What do you mean when you say they are made 
permanent installations? Do they get a sacred status then? 

Mr. Suorr. Yes; they change from a camp to a fort. 

General Suutrr. They become eligible for permanent construction 
whereas before they were not. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of a status did you call that? 

Senator Casg. Sacred. 

Mr. Suort. Nothing sacrosanct. Nothing is sacrosanct in this life. 

Senator Case. Does “permanent” merely indicate that when a sta- 
tion is declared permanent you will use $5-year standard of construc- 
tion rather than a 10-year, or something of that sort ? 

General Suuter. Up to the long-range, permanent Army strength, 
but not above that. 

Senator Case. But it is not a guaranty that the military station is 
going to be there forever, or forever be a part of the financial cost of 
the Military Establishment? 

Mr. Suorr. No more than we will be here forever. 

General Suuter. It is certainly a station in the Army’s long-range, 
permanent plan, Senator. 

Senator Jackson. You have an overall, long-range plan, and from 
that you lay it out with that—what you are hoping to do. 

General Suuter. You station your troops there. Fort Lewis is a 
goodexample. That is one of the permanent stations in the permanent 
Army plan. It has been for a long time. Fort Polk was not in that 
plan until it was made permanent. One of the permanent armored 
divisions was moved from Fort Hood to Fort Polk. 

Senator Case. How is that determination made? 

General SHurer. You mean 

Senator Case. By legislative enactment or administrative decision ? 

General Suuter. By decision of the Secretary of the Army. 

Senator Jackson. And then we turn around and confirm it when 
we, in effect, authorize and appropriate funds for permanent facilities. 

Mr. Suorr. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. Isn’t that about it? 

General Suuter. That’s right. 

Mr. Suorr. But the bases determined for permanency are on need, 
particular mission, functions, and so forth. 

Senator Jackson. What size Army are we talking about in the 20- 
year program ? 

General SHuter. 20-year program, 650,000 men, called phase I of 
the million-man Army. All that is, sir, is a construction planning 
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strength that, at this time, we are planning to have. ‘The difference 
between the million and the 650,000 are in overseas temporary base 
rights areas at this time. 

Senator Jackson. Is this based on the pentomic concept of the 
division ? 

General Suvurer. That’s right. 

Senator, that doesn’t reduce the total number of people, because 
the corps-type supporting troops added to the strength of the pentomic 
organization would be about the same as the old division. 

Senator Jackson. I didn’t understand that it would reduce it. It 
might even add to it with dispersement problems. 

General Suuter. It may change the kind of construction to some 
degree. 

Senator Jackson. The integrity of these new units requires separate 
supporting facilities which, in a sense, create new problems. 

General Suuuer. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. There is one more question about the defense con- 
cept. Colonel Belieu figured up here, at my request, that 38 percent 
of the construction bill comes under these defensive requirements. 
Could you give us now the figures about what percent of your person- 
nel and what percent of the maintenance cost go to these antiaircraft 
and related defenses of that kind ? . 

General Suvuter. No, sir, but I can furnish that. I don’t have that 
with me. 

Senator Srennis. I would like to have an overall picture of that. 

General Sauter. I can furnish that. 

Senator Srennis. I would be shocked to think it is as high as 38 
percent. This is construction figures. 

General Suuter. I assure you it is not that high in the remainder, 
such as personnel, maintenance, and so forth. The construction alone 
is that figure. 

Mr. SHorr. It is the initial cost that runs that up. 

Senator Srennts. Give us those figures on your maintenance and 
personnel. It doesn’t have to be accurate. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

(1) The percentage of total Army military personnel authorized for tactical 
facilities overseas is 1.8 percent, and in the Zone of Interior is 5.0 percent. 

(2) The percentage of total Army appropriations for maintenance of facili- 
ties that annually goes into the support of tactical facilities overseas is 1.0 per- 
cent, and in the Zone of Interior is 2.6 percent. 

Mr. Suorr. It isa good question. 

Senator Srennis. Percentagewise. 

Anything else, Senator Case ¢ 

Senator Casz. Mr. Chairman, in making a quick runthrough of 
the stations on which construction and authorization is requested, I 
counted 17 where the request is for something relating to aircraft, 
aircraft parking aprons, aviation gasoline storage, aircraft access 
aprons, runways, taxiways, and so forth. 

Senator Jackson. That is the mobility. 

General Suter. Seventeen permanent stations, you are correct, sir. 
I will cover that in my statement. 

Senator Case. And you are asking for aircraft facilities of one sort 
or another for all of them. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, for Army aircraft only. 
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Senator Caszr. What do you mean by Army aircraft ? 

General Suter. Senator Case, we mean the rotary-wing and fixed- 
wing aircraft that the Army has authorized at the present time to 
utilize; they consist of four fixed-wing types—I can name them. 

Senator Jackson. I don’t want to interrupt. But wouldn’t it be 
well to point out that under the roles and missions assigned to the 
Army, that the Army has a certain mission that involved aircraft 
within the battle zone? 

General Sauter. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. As distinguished from the logistic support in the 
area as furnished by the Air Force. Would you make comment on 
that? 

Senator Case. Let’s get a connected answer on the other ones. 
General Suuter. These are four fixed-wing-type L-20, L-23, L-19, 
and the U-1. Then there are six helicopter types, the H-13, 1-23, 
H-19, H-21C, and the H-34 and the H-37. Senator Jackson has 
pointed out the Army has these rotary-winged and fixed-winged air- 
craft to do an approved role and mission-type operation. I will give 
you an idea, sir, of some of the things we do with them. 

Observation and control of field operations by the field commander, 
artillery fire adjustment, the laying of telephone wire by the Signal 
Corps, radio relay, medical evacuation, battlefield surveillance, 
artillery and topographic surveys, target acquisitions, those are about, 
sir, the things we do with our helicopters and fixed-wing aircraft. 

enator Stennis. Becoming more and more important. 

General Suter. That’s right, we are very enthused about what we 
can get out of this, and we think it is absolutely essential to a hard 
striking mobile force. 

Senator Case. Do you use any jet aircraft, General ? 

General Suuter. Not that I know of, Senator Case. Not at this 
time. 

Senator Case. What relationship do you have with the Air National 
Guard? Do you have any Reserve units that use or employ aircraft 
affiliated with the Army ? 

General Suuter. I do not believe we have. 

I do not believe there is any Air National Guard unit affiliated with 
the Army. 

Mr. Suort. They are under the Air Force. 

Senator Casz. Do you have any Reserve units connected with the 
Army that use aircraft ? 

General Suuter. I do not believe we do, sir, but we do have 700 of 
our aircraft assigned to the National Guard. 

We have a total right now, sir, as of March 1, 1957, of 4,200 aircraft 
of all types, of which 700 are assigned to the Army National Guard. 

On the same date we had 4,900 Army aviators on our rolls, so that 
gives you an idea of the size of the total program. 

Senator Casr. Well I won’t pursue the matter any further now but 
would like to look into it at another time. 

Senator Stennis. All right, gentlemen, anything more for the Sec- 
retary on policy matters or anything else? 

Anything else the Secretary wishes to say ? 

Mr. Snort. I have nothing more. I think General Shuler in his 
— here will perhaps answer some of the questions in all your 
minds. 
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Senator Stennis. Yes. All right, if you will stay with us: Mr. Sec- 
retary, if you can—— 

Mr. SHorw. I can. 

Senator STENNIs (continuing). We would be glad to have you. But 
if you have other matters, and you are just getting back, we could 
understand. But we will be delighted to have you stay if you can. 

Mr. Snort. I would like to stay until about a quarter of 12, and 
leave then. 

Senator Stennis. General Shuler, do you have any statement you 
wish to make before you go into the line items? 

General Suuter. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. We will be glad to hear you. 

General Suuter. The Department of the Army is requesting $323,- 
325,000 in new authorization for military public works in title I of the 
bill now under consideration by this committee. 

In addition, the Department of the Army is requesting amendments 
to Public Laws 209 and 534 of the 83d Congress and Public Laws 161 
and 968 of the 84th Congress to defray deficiencies in authorization 

rranted in fiscal year 1954 through fiscal year 1957, brought about 
asically by the general rise in construction cost indexes throughout 

the world. I will cover this request for amendments to the previous 

public laws when sections 105, 106, 107 and 108 are discussed. 

Of the new unclassified authorization requested in title I, $133,821,- 
000 is for construction within the continental United States, and $46,- 
502,000 is for construction outside the continental United States. 

In addition, $143,002,000 is for construction of classified facilities 
including $10 million for a non-Army project. Before proceeding to 
a detailed review of the proposed Army authorization I feel it would © 
be helpful to outline the content of the Army portion of the bill by 
broad categories, to discuss certain pertinent sections of the bill, to 
cliscuss the status of planning and the criteria used, and to outline the 
method of presentation I propose to follow. 

Exclusive of the classified facilities included in title I, the new au- 
thorization is distributed generally into 9 broad construction cate- 
gories, each of which groups facilities of identical or similar use. I 
will review briefly the scope and general type of projects included in 
these categories. 

The first category, “Operational and training facilities,” includes 
various types of buildings, pavements, and ranges required either in 
military operations or training of individuals or units. This category 
totals $17.6 million distributed $16.3 million in the continental United 
States and $1.3 million overseas, $8.3 million of this category is for 
runways, aircraft parking, airfield lighting, and aircraft refueling 
facilities at 17 permanent stations in support of the Army’s aviation 
program. The balance of the category is composed of operational, 
communications, and training facilities in support of the Army’s mis- 
sions throughout the world. 

The category of “Maintenance and production facilities” includes 
buildings and facilities for maintenance of all types of equipment and 
plant used by the Army—aircraft, missiles, tanks, guns, motor ve- 
hicles, electronic devices and buildings. There are no industrial pro- 
duction-type facilities in the program. 

As the committee is aware, production facilities of the industrial 
type are not included in the military public works bill. This category 
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totals $26.7 million distributed, $25.1 million in the continental United 
States and $1.6 million overseas. Included is the construction of 17 
hangars and shops in support of the Army’s aviation program in the 
amount of $8.4 million. 

Maintenance and logistical support-type facilities in support of our 
antiaircraft defense installations in the continental United: States, also 
in this category, total $8.5 million. The balance of this category is 
for motor maintenance shops, tank shops, missile maintenance and as- 
sembly shops, and ammunition renovation and repair facilities 
throughout the continental United States. 

Next is the category of “Research and development and test facili- 
ties,” which includes structures required for research and development 
programs of the Army, This category, totaling $15.8 million, is for 
construction, all within the continental United States: $8.3 million 
of this category is for development and testing facilities urgently 
required in support of the missile program of the Army. Also in- 
cluded in section 103 of title 1 is $5 million of authorization in a Jump 
sum for the construction of unforeseen research and development 
requirements, 

There is also included $2.5 million in this category for the con- 
struction of a new Cold Regions Laboratory to be located at Dart- 
mouth College, Hanover, N. H., for further research and development 
in the study of permafrost and other aspects peculiar to cold regions. 

“Supply facilities” are defined as special storage facilities, cold 
storage, ammunition storage, and field storage. This category totals 
$22.8 million, distributed $2.1 million in the continental United States 
and $20.7 million overseas. 

Actually, that entire latter amount is in the Line of Communica- 
tions, France. 

The next category is “Hospital and medical facilities.” This cate- 
gory totals $4 million, distributed $3.8 million in continental United 
States and $154,000 overseas. The principal item in this group is a 
new permanent hospital at Fort Lee, Va. This is required to replace 
a World War II outmoded hospital, which has long ago passed its 
normal life expectancy. 

The next category is “Administrative facilities.” This comprises 
those buildings necessary for the administration of companies and 
larger units. The total amount requested in this category is $1.9 
million, of which $1.7 million is in the continental United States and 
$248,000 is for overseas, 

With one exception, these administrative facilities are limited to 
regimental size headquarters buildings. The exception noted is a 
‘Transportation Corps Training Command building at Fort Eustis, 
Va., estimated at approximately $650,000. . 

The next major category is “Housing and community facilities.” 
This includes all housing—family quarters, bachelor officers quarters, 
nurses quarters, and barracks—and all types of community facilities 
for morale, welfare, and recreation. This category totals $72.1 million, 
of which $50.7 million is for construction in the continental United 
States and $21.4 million is for construction in overseas areas. 

Included are 14,808 permanent enlisted spaces at permanent sta- 
tions, and 1,829 semipermanent spaces in temporary base-rights areas 
overseas. In addition, included are 360 bachelor officers permanent 
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spaces in the continental United States, and 415 units of appropriated 
fand family quarters, to be built at stations where Capehart housing 
is not feasible. 

The eighth category covers all “Utilities and grounds improve- 
ments.” These comprise such projects as electric power facilities, 
heating plants, sanitary sewage, water supply systems, storm drainage, 
roads and railroads. ‘This category totals $17.6 million, $16.6 million 
for continental United States and $1 million overseas. 

The last category is “Real estate.” This provides for the acquisi- 
tion of real property and for real property site improvements. Land 
acquisition in the Army’s fiscal year 1958 program has been reduced 
to an absolute minimum, Aside from land required for antiaircraft 
Nike installations in the continental United States, there are only 
2 fee title land acquisition projects included, for a total of 8 acres, at 
a cost of approximately $41,500, 

Senator Stennis. We congratulate you, sir. 

General Suuier. Thank you, sir. 

I have excluded the classified element of the program from the cate- 
gories just covered. This segment of the bill totals $143 million, di- 
vided generally $125.8 million in the continental United States and 
$17.2 million overseas; $115 million of this total is for further im- 
provements and expansion to the Nike defense system. I propose to 
cover the classified elements of the program in detail when I present 
section 102 of the bill. 

As the committee may recall, the Department of the Army planning 
system for construction is predicated on construction under three sep- 
arate conditions. These are permanent type facilities in support of the 
long-range permanent Army strength, and modified emergency type, 
and temporary type construction, used to meet interim and mobiliza- 
tion requirements, respectively. With the exception of facilities for 
Nike installations and for temporary base-rights areas overseas, prac- 
tically all the authorization requested is for permanent construction 
at permanent Army stations. 

We are continuing to use the authority granted us by Congress to 
strengthen our forward planning. Installations master plans and 
long-range construction programs are under continuing refinement. 
There exists greater clarity and accuracy in the projection of construc- 
tion needs than ever before. 

In the field of advance design, improvements in recent years are 
being extended. Practically all of the projects in the program before 
you have been designed to the preliminary stage, and we are now pro- 
ceeding with final design on many of the projects for contract award 
commencing early in fiscal year 1958. The estimates of cost are based 
on these preliminary plans and are as accurate as prebid estimates 
may reasonably be expected to be. 

There are two new items of legislation included in title I of the bil! 
which have not been requested by the Army in previous years. I would 
like to touch briefly on these two items now and cover them in greater 
detail later on during the hearing. 

The first of these is section 103. This section would permit the Sec- 
retary of the Army to proceed with research and development in- 
stallations and facilities for urgent unforeseen research and develop- 
ment requirements. 
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The use of this authority would require the approval of the Secre- 
tary of Defense and would require his determination that deferral of 
such construction for inclusion in the next normal military construc- 
tion bill would be inconsistent with the interests of national security. 

This legislation was sponsored specifically by the Department of 
Defense, and similar sections are included in the titles of the other 
services in the construction bill. | 

The total amount of authorization requested for Army use is $5 
million. Frequently in the research and development field, rapidly 
changing missions require immediate construction in order that the 
research and development may proceed without delay. The Army 
would use this authority only where a delay in providing facilities 
under the authority would be detrimental to the national security. 

The next section I would like to discuss is section 104. This pro- 
posed section would permit the Secretary of the Army to purchase, out 
of appropriations available for military construction, existing family 
housing at or near military Nike installations for assignment as public 
quarters to military personnel and their dependents. 

The legislation would limit the amount of such acquisition to 300 
units. We have found in certain locations that there is existing civil- 
ian-owned family housing which can be purchased. Under no condi- 
tion would we resort to condemnation. It would be advantageous to 
purchase acceptable housing if available in order to provide immedi- 
ate occupancy at Nike sites as compared to the year and a half required 
to design and construct a new house. Any housing acquired under 
this section will not exceed the statutory cost and space limitations 
prescribed by law. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case? 

Senator Case. General Shuler, I notice you described this as for 
Nike installations. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Is the language in the bill specific to limit it to acqui- 
sition for Nike installations ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. In the case of the 306 houses authoriza- 
tion, it would limit it to Nike installations. 

Senator Jackson. It isinthe same category as the Hawk. 

General Souter. What I am trying to do, Senator, is eliminate guns. 
You are right, it would be either Nike or Hawk, Senator Case, but not 
guns. 

Senator Jackson. We have only two requests in for Hawk. 

General Suuter. Two battalions, yes. 

Senator Case. I do not have the text of the language before me, and 
I was wondering if the language was specific. 

Senator Stennis. Before we get into that, do you want to follow that 
up now, or let him finish thisstatement? —__ 

Senator Case. He says, “Under no condition would we resort to con- 
demnation.” Is that sentence applicable to all acquisitions of housing ? 

General Suter. Only to these 300, sir, where we would buy houses. 
We do not feel we should go out and take somebody’s house away from 
him by condemnation. It would only be if they agreed to sell within 
the limits of the law as 

Senator Case. I notice the language in the section yon handed me 
reads: “at or near military tactical installations.” 
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General Suuter. Yes. 

Senator Case. Does that tie it down to Nike and Hawk, or is it 
broader ? 

General Suter. Senator, I do not believe it does, but I am tying it 
down by stating in the record here that under no condition would we 
buy at other than Nike or Hawk sites. 

enator Casr. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to keep that in mind, 
iy that incorporated in the report, if it is not in the language of the 
ill. 

Mr. Suorr. We are leasing houses, too, at some of these sites, which 
satisfies the local people. 

Senator Casz. And your sentence, “Under no condition would we 
resort to condemnation,” relates to this housing acquisition, and not 
necessarily the Wherry ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Cass. All right. 

General Suuter. May I proceed, sir? 

Senator Stennis. Well, the rest of it is just mechanical, is it not, 
about the different titles? Can you not just put that in the record ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

As the committee has probably noticed, the format of the justifica- 
tion books has been changed from that used in recent years. Each 
committee member has before him 1 of 4 project justification books. 
This book is a condensed version of the program, including station 
summaries and lists of projects, with their scope and cost, to be built 
at each installation. 

The other three books contain the detailed justification sheets for 
each individual line item in the program. 

Sufficient copies of these have been furnished to the counsel for each 
committee member if desired. 

The Secretary of Defense has modified and extended the format used 
by the Army in previous years and has prescribed its use in all three 
services. The major addition appears on the installation summary 
sheet in the book before you, showing the existing station inventory, 
the total additional capacity required, and the prior authorization out- 
standing as of the date indicated. Additional information peculiar to 
specific projects will, of course, be furnished orally to the committee 
during testimony to follow. 

With the permission of the committee, I propose to begin the review 
of the program with facilities for the Ordnance Corps followed by 
those for the other technical services, then the armies, and conclude 
with the overseas theaters. 

This presentation will follow the language of title I. From time to 
time it may be necessary to introduce supporting witnesses as experts 
in particular fields, but, in the main, I will handle the presentation. 

sero Srennis. The Secretary has to leave in a few minutes. That 
statement might have provoked some questions for you or the Secre- 
tary of a policy nature. Let us use the rest of the time on that. 

Senator Case ? 

Senator Case. Do you have any joint utilization of hospital facilities 
with other branches of the Military Establishment now ? 

General Suvter. Yes. For instance, as an example, Tripler General 
Hospital has, I believe, doctors from all 3 services on the staff, and, of 
course, serves all 3 services alike. 
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Senator Casr. You made reference to a hospital] that you proposed to 
ask for at Fort Lee, 


General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casz. Will that be for joint use, or limited to the Army ? 

General SHuter. That would be primarily, sir, for Army use. It 
would be a station hospital. However, we also take in some Navy and 
Air Force cases at almost all our hospitals. 

Senator Casr. What have you experienced so far as hospital patient 
load is concerned, since the authorization for dependency hospitaliza- 
tion, or dependency hospital benefits ? 

General Suuter. May I have a medical officer come up here, sir, and 
answer that question ? 

Senator Casg. All right. 

Col. Ratpn R. Cietanp (Medical Facilities Branch, Office of the 
Surgeon General). Sir, I do not have those figures, but I do believe 
that in some instances the obstetrical load has dropped off in some 
areas since the bill has gone into effect. I can get those figures for you. 

Senator Casz. We ought to have those, because I think it bears 
upon the hospital construction that we are justified in supporting. 
One or two instances that have come to my attention have indicated 
a considerable change in the hospital-use habits of dependents, and 
we cannot quite measure proper hospital construction unless we know 
what that effect is going to be. 

(The information referred to is as follows:) 


Sufficient data has not been accumulated due to the relatively short period of 
time since the implementation of the Dependents Medical Care Act to determine 
with validity its effect upon the number of beds occupied by dependents in Army 
hospitals in the continental United States. Therefore, no valid conclusions can 
be made at this time. 

The following is a comparison of the beds in continental United States Army 


hospitals occupied by dependents over the same period in calendar years 1956 
and 1957: 
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1956 1957 
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The major portion of this decrease has been noted in the number of obstetrical 
cases. It should be noted that there has been a similar decrease in the hospitaliza- 
tion of military personnel during the same period. Therefore, all the reduction 
in beds oecupied by dependents may not be attributed solely to the implementa- 
tion of the Dependents Medical Care Act. 


Senator Casr. The next question I would like to ask is whether or 
not you have joint use of ammunition storage facilities with other 
branches of the service. 

General SuHuter. We have some arrangements along that line, sir. 
Of course, they are on a revocable permit. 

Senator Casr. Are you storing ammunition and eaplocives and all 
that goes with it, for the Navy or the Air Force today ? 

General Suuter. We, in our ordnance depots, handle the bombs 
for the Air Force. We also ship them overseas. So far as the Navy 


goes, I do not believe we do to any great degree, sir, but there are 
some instances where we do. 
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Senator Case. Of course, I am thinking of continental United 
States. 

General Suuter. Yes. 
egal Casz. I assume overseas there is more joint use than there 
is here. 

General Suuxer. I do know, sir, that the Department of Defense, 
of course, being responsible to see that all three services use the mini- 
mum total facilities and use them to the maximum, has looked into 
that quite carefully, and especially, in reviewing this bill before it 
came up here for the three services, has gone into that very problem. 

Senator Case. Do you use other types of depots, other than ordnance 
depots? Do you use other than ordnance depots in the continental 
United States ¢ 

General Souter. Mr. Van Kuren, can you come up here, please? 

Mr. Van Kuren is from the Ordnance Corps, sir. 

Mr. Van Kuren. The Senator’s question would refer to the general 
depots. We do not have joint interservice depots that I know of. 
Now, in ordnance ammunition depots we are storing large quantities 
of Air Force bombs and ammunition. We have had that mission for 
quite some time. 

Senator Casr. I was thinking in terms of quartermaster supplies. 
You have some joint procurement now, have you not? 

Mr. Van Kuren. We have in the Army general depots; the exact 
number I am not sure of, but, in the general depots, which are operated 
on an administrative basis by the Quartermaster, there are sections of 
the depot operated by Ordnance, Signal, Engineer, Chemical, and so 
forth, so in that case you have a depot devoted to all types of stores 
and supplies other than ammunition. 

Mr. Snort. If I might be pardoned at that point, Mr. Chairman—— 

Senator STennis. Cavtaiate 

Mr. Snort. I spoke Sunday at Tobyhanna Signal Corps Depot, the 
largest of its kind in the country. We have got one out at Sacramento, 
Calif., one at Danville, Ill., one at Lexington, Ky., and one at Toby- 
hanna, that serves not only the Eastern United States but Europe and 
the Middle East as well. They have stored up there equipment, equip- 
ment and material, for all three branches of the service. 

Senator Casr. Are you asking for additional construction for addi- 
tional depot facilities of a storage type in the bill? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; facilities at storage depots, but no storage 
facilities. 

Senator Casr. When you come to those items, will you keep it in 
mind to indicate whether they are for joint service use or individual 
to the station ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. That is all. 

Mr. Suorrt. It does serve all services. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


JOINT UTILIZATION OF Depot Space aT ARMY INSTALLATIONS 


The following tabulation is only for those installations at which construction 
is programed in fiscal year 1958. 
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TaBLeE 25.—Covered spaced assigned to other agencies, Dec. 31, 1956 


(Thousand square feet) 
































Gross covered storage space Vacant covered 
| space 

Installation | Assigned to other agencies | 
Ee eae _.._..__ | Total at | Assigned 
installa- | | | | installa- | to other 
tion GSA | FCDA! Air | Other tion agencies 

| Force | 
ea aoe ee — - — ~ —_—— |- - _—— ao oT; Att, 
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Atlanta General Depot....-__..._--..-- 4, 834 1 10 |_- 5 | 869 | 10 
Fort Worth General Depot----..-_..----| 3, 216 + 43 611 | 3 
Granite City Engineer Depot--------- 2, 363 | PPA... : -| 354 0 
New Cumberland General Depot... . 4,536) 72/ 22] 50 woth: eae | 10 
Savanna Ordnance Depot..._---....-- 3, 644 83 | 60 | | 1,029 | 53 

Sioux Ordnance Depot-_.__........-- 4, 486 | 104 | 45 


vann--[a-ree---| 1, 141 | 25 





Senator Stennis. Mr. Secretary, you have certainly made a help- 
ful statement to us, and your explanations are helpful, and we ap- 
preciate very much having you here. 

General Shuler, as always, you have a good statement there, and 
we want to officially congratulate you, and on the record, too, for that 
star which has been placed upon you since you were here with us a year 
ago. I think you are a very worthy appointment, and we are very 
giad to see it come about. 

General Suter. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask one question 
of the Secretary before he leaves. 

Mr. Secretary, did you indicate, or did I get the impression from 
some other source, possibly, that your requests here are about one- 
third of the original asked by the Army ? 

Mr. Suort. That is right. I think the original was in excess of 
$900 million, if I recall correctly; is that correct, General ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Suort. $900 million. We chopped it down to one-third. 

Senator Casr. What rule or guide did you follow in determining 
the priorities of what you finally are requesting ? 

Mr. Snort. I think General Shuler can give you briefly but com- 
prehensively just how we arrived at it, and how we were able to reduce 
these figures. We started first a year ago. 

General Suuter. Senator, we started 2 years ago putting this pro- 
gram together in accordance with our master planning system. We 
submitted to the Department of Defense on September 1, 1956, a pro- 
gram for $919 million in new authorization. That was put together, 
sir, based on the priorities of the various field commanders and the 
Zone of Interior Army commanders. 

That is what the Army stated to the Department of Defense on that 
date it needed for construction in this program, new authorization. 
In about March of this year, the Department of Defense sent to the 
Bureau of the Budget a reduced program which had been reviewed by 
the Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget together, 
in the amount of $364 million. 

The Bureau of the Budget, in about the middle of April, it was 
April 26 this year, announced a further cut of $47 million in our pro- 
gram, reducing it to $313 million for the Army, and adding the $10 
million project which is not an Army project. That is the total of 
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$323 million that you have here today, sir. Now, in answer to your 
question as to how this was reduced, it was reduced, sir, by the Depart- 
ment of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget, and I do not know 
specifically how they reduced it, sir. 

Senator Case. You do not know what guide they used ? 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Senator Casz. Whether they eliminated nonoperational or opera- 
tional items? 

General Sauter. The only guide I know, sir, is that if it could 
possibly be done without for another year, in their opinion, then it 
was taken out. That is the only guideline I am aware of, sir. 

Senator Case. Would that apply to housing that is in this bill, too? 

General Sutter. Sir, the policy on housing, I believe, was—I can 
only state that we asked for over 2,000 units of MCA housing in this 
bill, and ended up with 415. The only policy I could get out of that, 
sir, was that somebody did not want MCA housing in this bill, sir, 
to any degree other than in Alaska where we cannot use Capehart, 
and on the Nike sites where we are having trouble doing them under 
Capehart because of the small projects and the type of installations. 

Senator Casz. Are you asking for any commissary stores in this bill ? 

General Suuter. There are no commissary requests in this bill, sir. 
- Senator Casr. Does that mean that you have commissary stores at 
all of your stations in the Continental United States? 

General Suuter. No, sir. Senator Case, every year, I believe it is 
a fair statement to make that the morale and welfare group of facili- 
ties usually get a pretty rough time of it in any review. I do not 
agree with that. 

Senator Srennts. What kind of facilities ? 

General SHurer. Morale and welfare. I do not agree with that, 
myself, but when people are looking for somewhere to cut money, 
their eye usually wanders to that section first. 

Senator Casr. Are you asking for any theaters in this bill? 

General Siuter. Let me—give me your sheet, Colonel, and I will 
tell you exactly what is in that welfare and morale. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take time to pursue 
this further at this time, but I would like to have them 

General Suuter. There is one theater, sir. 

Senator Casr. But I would like to have them supplement this an- 
swer, if they can give us any, as to what guideline was used or what 
yardstick was used for measuring the projects that they eliminated. 
Apparently they eliminated two-thirds of their original request. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 





STATEMENT FOR THE RECORD FURNISHED BY THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DE- 
FENSE (PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS ) 


DEVELOPMENT OF THE FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 
BILL 


After their initial planning and preparation at the respective Army, Navy, and 
Air Force bases, the projects comprising the annual authorization program are 
consolidated and screened by the various intermediate service headquarters. 
Following this, these projects are reviewed at the headquarters of the three re- 
spective Departments. After transmittal to the Office, Assistant Secretary of 
Defense (Properties and Installations), each line item in the Departments’ pro- 
grams is carefully reviewed and all questionable items discussed with represen- 
tatives of the three Departments. Asa result of this latter review, the programs 
submitted by the three Departments were reduced from their original total of 
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$3,641 million ($943 million, Army; $769 million, Navy; and $1,929 million Air 
Force) to an approved total of $2,098 million ($448 million, Army; $502 million, 
Navy ; and $1,148 million, Air Force). Following this reduction, the Departments 
were required to still further reduce these programs to a total of $1,770,315,000 
($360 million, Army ; $460 million, Navy; and $950 million, Air Force), in order 
that a proper balance could be maintained between the new and the residual 
authorizations to be funded from proposed fiscal year 1958 appropriations. 

This committee is aware of the detailed review and screening procedures which 
are followed within the Office of the Secretary of Defense in the examination of 
the annual construction authorization bill. These include a careful study of 
each project by members of the Office, Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties 
and Installations), and by members of other interested offices of the Secretary 
of Defense. Each line item is reviewed from the standpoint of necessity, scope, 
cost, location, and proper design. This year, special efforts were made to elimi- 
nate new projects on which no previous work had been undertaken, and which 
could be deferred to future years without seriously affecting military operations. 
You can be assured that this entire program received the closest scrutiny. Fur- 
ther details on methods and procedures are as follows: 


RESUME OF THE METHODS AND PROCEDURES FOLLOWED IN THE OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OF DEFENSE REVIEW OF THE ANNUAL MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 
PROGRAM 


1. This review is conducted on the following basis: 

(a) The military units scheduled to occupy each base, and the mission and 
strengths of these forces, were determined. 

(b) Utilizing established criteria, the facilities required to support these mili- 
tary units at their respective bases were computed. 

(c) The facilities already available and previously programed at the respec- 
tive bases were then balanced against the requirements referred to in (b) above, 
in order to determine any deficiencies. These deficiencies were then compared 
with the items requested by the military departments in their program, in order 
to verify the need for those items. Appropriate line-item deletions or changes 
were then made as necessary. 

2. In applying this method of review, the following are some of the added 
aspects which are considered for each item: 

(a) Is the facility needed for a critical operational requirement ? 

(b) Is the tactical unit to use this facility scheduled for long-term occupancy 
of the base? 

(c) For items which represent an augmentation of an already existing or pre- 
viously programed facility—cannot they be deleted if the previously provided 
portion will satisfactorily support scheduled operations? 

(d@) Is the requested item justified by the number of personnel and tactical 
units scheduled to use it at the stipulated end position ? 

(e) Do surplus facilities already exist at the station (such as excessive bar- 
racks or shops), which could be utilized in lieu of the requested new item? 

(f) Does cost of the item include some unnecessary refinement, such as air- 
conditioning, etc? Does the cost conform to congressional limitations? 

(9) If an item is needed can its size (and hence its cost) be reduced? 

(h) Have the supporting utilities been reduced in scope to conform to deletions 
in proposed structures? 

(i) Is the project based on sound engineering principles, and can it be con- 
structed at the proposed location without expensive site preparation, ete.? 

(j) Cannot the function or activity be accomplished commercially, rather than 
on a military base? . 

(k) If surplus facilities belonging to another military department or Govern- 
ment agency are available in the vicinity, cannot the function be accommodated 
therein? 

(l) Will this project commit the Department to still further expenditures in 
future years for completion or expansion? 

(m) Have land requirements been reduced to the minimum needed? Have 
existing Government-owned properties been considered ? 

(n) Does proposed project conform to the approved master plan for the in- 
stallation? 

(o) Has the latest criteria issued by the Secretary of Defense, the Bureau of 
the Budget, and the president on fiscal policy been applied? 
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Finally, after the Department of Defense review of this bill was completed, the 
Bureau of the Budget conducted a still further review based on the most rigid 
concepts of economy, such as deferring the replacement of many World War II 
structures and rephasing certain new work until future years, as a result of 
which the program was reduced to the amounts shown in titles I, II, and III of 
the bill now before this committee, which total $1,561,338,000 (3$323,325,000 in 
title I; $435,099,000 in title I1; and $802,914,000 in title III). This final reduc- 
tion conforms to a corresponding reduction of $200 million in the fiscal year 1958 
new obligational authority which was made by the President on April 18, 1957. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. We have a special obligation to the other 
members of the full committee and to the members on the floor to be 
able to give them a fairly accurate picture, and we depend on you 
gentlemen to give it tous. That is the only place we can get it. 

I notice you say here that Nike defense facilities and installations in 
certain overseas base-rights areas exemplify urgent needs which ne- 
cessitate deferring some of our needs at permanent installations. 

General SHuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. It looks like that cut in there pretty hard. 

Mr. Suort. It does. 

General Suuter. No question about it. 

Mr. Suorr. A matter of priority whether they consider certain 
weapons more important than housing at the present time. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, when somebody says you can have 
so much money—then the cloth is cut to fit. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

General Suuter. And 

Mr. Suorr. Which do you need most? Those are the items. 

Senator Srennis. General, some member of the Senate asked me 
last night how many military installations there were now in the conti- 
nental United States. You gentlemen say Zone of Interior, I believe. 
Do you know how many Army installations you have? Could you 
answer that readily ? 

General Suuter. I have a list, sir, of all the permanent installations. 

Senator Srennis. Give us an idea. You can divide it into cate- 
gories, but let us get all of them, the permanent and semipermanent, 
and Nike installations, and so forth. 

You can supply that for the record. 

General Suuter. All right, sir. 

(The information referred to is as follows :) 





Continental United States 


Maine : Army: tpatadiationes ccd“. cst. hit eb einen eee ae 243 
Poessmnnent. MintleNisi6 si. ssswdc tid 65 e-wedl one bettehonted ae 120 
Nonpermnment:| hetion ess nic desi ash ei cdc KR bce see eee 123 


Tactical sites (nonpermanent) (classified )* 


1 Number of tactical sites is classified information and has been furnished the committee 
by separate transmittal. 


Senator Stennis. Anything further, Senator Case, of either of these 
gentlemen before we go into the line items? 

Well, we thank you both again, and we would be glad for you to 
stay as long as you can, Mr. Secretary, but I know you said you had 
to leave. 

Shall we proceed a little while here, Senator Case, with these line 
items ? 
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You want to take up executive items first, General, I mean secret 
items first, classified, or what ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make two requests 
of the committee, that certain items be placed in the record. 

The first is a briefing on authorization and appropriation status 
of the MCA program since the start of the appropriation and authori- 
zation. I have a briefing on that, with charts, which I would like 
to put in the record, sir, with the permission of the committee. 

The second one is a briefing on the Army accomplishments on 
family housing, which I would also like to place in the record. 

Senator Stennis. We would be very glad to have them. You mean 
you want it to appear in the printed record ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. How voluminous is it? 

General Suuter. Well, they are both quite long, sir, but I think 
they are very valuable to this committee and the record itself. 

Then I would propose, sir, to start off and follow the language of 
the bill by starting with the first station in the Ordnance Corps and 
proceeding through the bill in the order of the bill itself. 

Senator Srennis. That suits us. We will have them in the files 


or in the record, or both, General. 
All right, let us proceed with your line items now, if you are ready. 
After we glance over this, we will see whether we ought to put it in 


the record. “ ; 
(The information referred to is as follows :) 


Before reviewing the program in detail, I believe the committee would like 
a picture of the overall status of Army construction authorization and appropri- 
ations. Accordingly, we have brought with us the summary chart shown to 
the committee last year, now extended to include an additional fiscal year. 

This chart reflects the cumulative totals of authorization, appropriation, obli- 
gations, and expenditures. It also includes the estimated projections through the 
coming fiscal year. 

Fiscal year 1958 will be the 10th year since the postwar return to specific 
authorization of construction projects. 

The green line at the top of the chart reflects the authorization granted in 12 
acts of Congress (omitting minor amending legislation) between Public Law 
626 of the 80th Congress and Public Law 968 of the 84th Congress, and the 
authorization rescinded by three previous acts and that proposed for rescission 
in the bill now under consideration by this committee. The rescission shown 
as effective in August 1953 [pointing] was accomplished by specific project 
designated in title VI of Public Law 209, 88d Congress. That shown June 30, 
1956, and June 30, 1957, are the result of general rescission action on unused 
authorization, no longer needed. The effect of rescissions contained in section 
406 of the general provisions of the bill now before you is indicated in part by 
the drop in the dotted green line as it will affect available authorizations at the 
close of fiscal year 1958 [pointing]. The rescission of authorization of course 
does not affect the available appropriations. The total authorizations granted, 
less rescissions, are $3,496.4 million, including general authorization used to date. 
Approval of title I of the bill before the committee will result in a new total 
at the beginning of fiscal year 1958 of $3,821.8 million, which includes the general 
authorization we intend to fund in fiscal year 1958. 

The black line shows a similar history of MCA appropriations. Through fiscal 
year 1957, $3,048.0 million have been appropriated in 11 acts of Congress (includ- 
ing $34 million in fiscal year 1955 actually appropriated to the Secretary of 
Defense but used by the Army for family housing). The Army is requesting 
$372 million in MCA appropriations for fiscal year 1958. If granted, this will 
bring the total to $3,420.0 million. We would then have an unfunded net author- 
ization of $383.7 million after fiscal year 1958 rescissions. 
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The red and blue curves show cumulative obligations and expenditures, respec- 
tively. At the beginning of the current fiscal year a total of $2,543.4 million had 
been obligated, and, of that amount, $2,133.0 million had been expended. We 
estimate we will enter fiscal year 1958 with an unobligated balance of $105.0 
million. It is estimated that $390.0 million will be obligated during fiscal year 
1958, which will result in an unobligated carryover into fiscal year 1959 of $87.0 
million. As has been demonstrated to the committees in previous years, a carry- 
over of even greater than this magnitude is necessary, both to cover Government 
costs on work underway and to allow new starts during July, August, and Septem- 
ber prior to the availability of new money appropriated for the new fiscal year. 

The estimated expenditures for fiscal year 1958 are $400.0 million. A character- 
istic of the construction program is that expenditures for a given fiscal year 
approximate closely the obligations of the previous fiscal year. This is shown 
quite conclusively by a comparison of the obligations and expenditures curves 
on the chart. 
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(The chart referred to is as follows: ) 
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(The statement on dependent family housing follows:) 


DEPENDENT FAMILY HOUSING 


This presentation is being made to inform you with respect to the present 
status of the program for the design and construction of dependent family hous- 
ing for the Department of the Army in the continental United States. It will 
include the housing being built under military construction appropriations 
as well as under Public Law 1020, 84th Congress, title VIII: Military Housing, 
otherwise known as the Capehart Housing Act. 

As you know, Public Law 663 required the Secretary of Defense to certify 
that (1) it was impracticable to provide housing under title VIII, (2) no housing 
was availabie at reasonable rental rates, and (3) it was impracticable to pro- 
vide housing under existing law. The Department of the Army adopted the post- 
tion that (1) all dependent family housing should be not substandard in size 
and should be of good quality, (2) it should be constructed for a long economic 
life with low maintenance costs, (3) use should be made of modern or unique 
construction methods as well as local materials, (4) there should be no difference 
in quality between enlisted men’s and officers’ quarters, and (5) the housing 
should be the maximum in quality and size permitted by the various legal limita- 
tions. 

Congressional space and cost limitations for fiscal year 1955 were so low as to 
result in construction almost entirely for noncommissioned officers and com- 
pany-grade officers with a large percentage of two-bedroom units. A total of 
1,612 units were contracted for in fiscal year 1955 at an average costs for the 
house only to the 5-foot line of $10,171. Including utilities this cost was $12,820. 

The limitations for fiscal year 1956 are as you see on chart No. 1. There are 
space limitations of 1,080 square feet for enlisted men, 1,250 square feet for 
lieutenants and captains, 1,400 square feet for majors and lieutenant colonels, 
1,670 square feet for colonels, and 2,100 square feet for generals. These areas are 
the net floor area defined as space between the inside face of the exterior walls of 
the house and are exclusive of storage space and utilities space provided for 
furnace, hot water heaters, and for washers and dryers, in lieu of basement. The 
cost limitations which are still current are $12,000 for quarters for enlisted 
men, $14,000 for company-grade officers, $16,000 for field-grade officers, $18,000 
for colonels, and $20,000 for generals. 

With these limitations in mind, we prepared designs basically for five geo- 
graphical areas, the East, Southwest, Middle West, West Coast, and Northwest. 
Charts have been prepared showing the designs for these major geographical 
areas together with photographs of some completed construction. In this por- 
tion I will confine my discussion to 2 geographical standards of design, 1 for the 
East and 1 for the Southwest. The first was used generally throughout the 
Fast and is quite representative of the type of construction throughout the conti- 
nental United States. If desired, I will answer any questions with respect to 
the other regional designs. 

Chart No. 2 shows the 2- and 3-bedroom row-type house for enlisted men. As 
I noted previously, the legal maximum area for this type of house is 1,080 square 
feet. The net area accomplished under this design is 1,064 square feet. I would 
like to call your attention to the rather small size of rooms which we can obtain 
within this space limitation. For the 3-bedroom unit, the largest bedroom is 11 
feet, 8 inches by 13 feet, the second bedroom is 9 feet, 10 inches by 10 feet, and 
the third bedroom is 8 feet, 8 inches by 11 feet, 8 inches. This third bedroom 
would not permit more than one single-size bed. Downstairs we have a com- 
bined living and dining area with the living room 15 feet, 10 inehes: by 11 feet, 
6 inches and the dining area 8 feet, 4 inches by 9 feet, 6 inches. The kitchen 
has an area 8 feet by 11 feet, 4 inches. This space which is shaded is that space 
not included within the space limitation of 1,080 square feet and provides space 
for the furnace, hot-water heater, storage next to the kitchen, and space for sneh 
facilities as washer and dryer. The washer and dryer are not provided. We 
have studied this design very carefully with the view toward determining the 
possibility of providing an additional bathroom or half bath plus an additional 
bedroom within the space limitation. The Army feels a definite need for pro- 
viding a reasonable percentage of all quarters in the 4-bedroom size to take care 
of the larger families. After extensive study it was determined that to provide 
the extra bedroom and half bath would reduce the rooms to a substandard size. 
Decision was then made that we would not attempt to provide these within cur- 
rent space limitations. This eastern design provides for exterior walls having a 
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veneer of common brick over wood sheathing and studs for the first story. Wood 
siding such as tongue and groove over wood sheathing and studs is provided 
for the second story. The specifications provide that this house be given 1 coat 
of exterior primer and 2 coats of exterior paint in either beige, gray, or yellow. 
These variations in color materially relieve the monotony of appearance result- 
ing from standardization of design. Virtually ail the construction accomplished 
under these programs are, as shown in this design, with the first floor having a 
slab on grade with asphalt tile floor covering. The second floor has hardwood 
flooring except for the bathroom which usually has asphalt tile. The base bids 
provide for dry wall construction with one coat of flat oil paint on primer sealer 
except in bathroom where semigloss enamel is called for. Windows are aluminum 
casements with options for aluminum, steel or wood awning types or steel case- 
ment type. Bidding schedules provide for certain additive items as prices permit, 
including gutters and downspouts, ceramic tile in bathrooms, venetian blinds, 
lath and plaster in lieu of dry wall, oak block flooring in lieu of asphalt tile in 
certain of the rooms. 

Chart No. 3 shows a floor plan for company grade officers in the same general 
area. The legal maximum net area is 1,250 square feet. This design provides 
1,230 net square feet for the 3-bedroom size. This increase in area permits 
slightly larger rooms than those for the noncommissioned officers. The living 
room and dining room area combined is 23 feet by 15 feet with the largest bed- 
room having a size of 12 feet, 2 inches by 15 feet, 6 inches. A second bedroom 
is 12 feet, 2 inches by 15 feet and the third bedroom is 11 feet, 4 inches by 10 
feet, 8 inches. The kitchen is 13 feet, 8 inches by 8 feet, 8 inches in size. As I 
stated earlier the quality of construction is identical to that of the NCO quarters 
with the exception that this is a 1-story house rather than a 2-story house and is a 
duplex rather than a row house. The same type of exterior materials are used. 
These designs were constructed under the fiscal year 1956 MCA program in such 
varied places as Aberdeen Proving Grounds, Md.; Fort Benning, Ga.; Fort Bragg, 
N. C.; Fort Campbell, Ky, ; Fort Dix, N. J.; Fort Eustis, Va., Fort Knox, Ky.; Fort 
Devens, Mass.; Granite City, Ill.; Fort McClellan, Ala.; Transmitter Station, 
Va.; and Sheridan, Ill. The total number of quarters, constructed to these 
particular designs shown aggregate, for fiscal year 1956, 994 for the EM’s row 
house, and 389 for the officers’ one-story duplex. On chart No. 4 I have shown 
some representative pictures of construction at Fort Knox, Ky.; which utilized 
these plans. 

The photo in the upper left-hand corner is a front view of an 8-unit noncom- 
missioned officers’ quarters having two 2-bedroom and six 3-bedroom units. The 
lower left photo is a front view of a 4-unit noncommissioned officers’ quarters, 
having two 2-bedroom units and two 3-bedroom units. The lower right photo 
is a general view showing a group of NCO quarters. The photo in upper right 
is an interior view of a furnished living room in a 7-unit NCO quarters. These 
furnishings are the property of the occupant and are not supplied by the 
Government. 

The next chart has some photos of company grade officers’ quarters. The 
upper left is a front view of a 2-family unit. The lower left photo shows a 
group of these duplexes while the lower right is a rear view of this same type 
unit. The upper right is an interior view of a furnished living room-dining room 
in a 2-family unit. 

On the next chart, No. 6, I have shown the type of house being constructed for 
company grade officers in the southwestern United States. As you will note, 
these are 1-story, ranch-type construction with exteriors of a wide variety of 
materials, such as a brick veneer, wood siding including rough-sawn cedar 1- by 
12-inch boards with 1- by 3-inch battens, redwood V-joints, redwood beveled 
1- by 10-inch siding. Again, the floor slabs are on grade with a floor covering 
of oak strip in entry, living, dining and family rooms, vinyl tile in kitchen, and 
asphalt tile in bedrooms, hall, and closets. The roofs are of built-up asphalt or 
tar, treated with crystalline or white marble or crushed red brick aggregate so 
as to increase reflectance of heat from the sun as well as to improve the appear- 
ance. The partitions are generally of dry wall or plywood panel with ceramic 
tile over tub in bathroom. While the legal maximum net area permissible is 
1,250 square feet., this house is designed to 1,164 square feet. EXM’s quarters 
were of the same general type of construction excepting that they are of course 
to the smaller size and are limited by the 1,080 square foot area limitation; 
200 of the EM’s and 90 of the company grade officers’ quarters described herein 
were built at Fort Hood, Tex. On chart No. 7 are photographs of completed 
housing constructed at Fort Hood according to the standards which I have just 
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described. The top right photo is an exterior view of a 2-bedroom duplex NCO 
quarters. The photos below are interior views of a 2-bedroom duplex. The next 
row of photos is of company grade officers’ quarters, 3-bedroom duplexes. The 
following row has exterior and interior views of colonels’ quarters, single units. 
The row of photos at the far left are of individual generals’ units with three bed- 
rooms. In CONUS we contracted in 1956 for 3,616 units at 34 locations at an 
average cost to the 5-foot line of the house only of $12,393 with a total cost in- 
cluding outside utilities of $16,176 for a program total of $58,492,000. Under 
both fiscal years 1955 and 1956 MCA programs we contracted for a total of 5,228 
units in CONUS at a total cost of $79,200,000. In fiscal year 1957 we have con- 
tracted for 546 units in both CONUS and overseas areas. 

I believe that you will see from this that current cost and space limitations 
will not permit the design and construction of 4-bedroom units. I also believe 
you will agree that whether he be a noncommissioned officer, a lieutenant, cap- 
tain, major, colonel, or general, a man with a wife and 4 or 5 children will re- 
quire more than a 3-bedroom unit. Statistics show that there are a substantial 
percentage of Army families of this number or more for whom consideration 
should be given by increasing space and cost limitations. 

Currently the bulk of our housing requirements is being programed under what 
is popularly known as title VIII housing, Public Law 345, 84th Congress, ap- 
proved August 11, 1955, which provided for armed services housing mortgage 
insurance which would in turn permit private financing for military dependent 
family housing. The maximum average insurable cost was limited to $13,500 
per family unit, with an expiration date for the act of September 30, 1956. This 
act was later amended by Public Law 1020, 84th Congress, approved August 7, 
1956, which raised this limit to $16,500 per family unit. As of May 1, 1957, the 
Department of the Army had placed under construction under this program at 
25 locations 9,360 units ; 4,913 units had been bid at 8 locations but not awarded; 
433 units are under advertisement and the balance of 26,688 units authorized are 
under design as of May 1, 1957. The designs which have been accomplished 
under these limitations have been reasonably equivalent to those accomplished 
under the military construction appropriations program. 

Before describing some of the typical construction being accomplished under 
this title VIII program, I would like to outline the various costs which are in- 
curred under this operation and which have the effect of reducing the amount 
of money available for actual house construction. The total amount of money 
available for the house to the 5-foot line is $13,500. However, out of this total 
we must further make reductions for financing other charges, such as shown here 
in the amount of $2,633. This includes $410 for architect-engineer fees, $50 for 
FHA application and commitment, $3638 for financing and legal fees, an average 
of $580 for interest during construction, an average of $580 for design, super- 
vision, inspection, and administration, an allowance of $350 for ranges and re- 
frigerators, an allowance for telephone of $300. Of this amount the items for 
FHA application and commitment, financing and legal fees, and interest during 
construction for an aggregate of $993 would not be expected to be financed under 
current MCA procedures. 

The net result of this lowering of the amount available for house construction 
has reduced the number of 3-bedroom units in each category of officers as well 
as reduced the number of quarters which may be built for officers in the higher 
grades which have the higher cost and space limitations. 

On this next chart I have shown plans and elevations for NCO quarters de- 
signed to be constructed at Fort Polk, La. The general design approach is 
very similar to that which I described for the Southwest standard. They are 
generally one-story duplexes of the type of construction almost identical to that 
I preciously described for the Southwest. These units have a larger bedroom, 
11 feet 10 inches by 14 feet no inches, the second bedroom is 11 feet 10 inches 
by 12 feet 8 inches, with the smallest size bedroom being 10 feet 4 inches by 11 
feet 10 inches. The living room is 16 feet no inches by 11 feet 10 inches, with a 
separate family dining room area having dimensions of 9 feet 6 inches by 11 feet 
10 inches. The dimensions of the combined kitchen and utility room are 8 feet 
8 inches by 11 feet 10 inches. This design provides essentially for 2 individual 
units joined together by 2 adjacent carports with exterior storage contained 
within the carport. This exterior storage room provides for a floor area of ap- 
proximately 68 square feet. The NCO 3-bedroom unit shown here has 1,075 
square feet of net area. This other chart is for the company grade officers’ 
quarters, which has a net area of 1,200 square feet and is basically similar to the 
NCO excepting for a larger size. The bedrooms are only slightly larger in area 
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with the major increase being in the living room and the family dining room 
area. 

Our current bid experience for the first 8,850 units under this program indi- 
cates an average cost of $12,475 for the house only to the 5-foot line, and a total 
cost, including utilities within the development, of $14,585. Offsite utilities 
financed by MCA averaged $587. As I mentioned earlier, these first designs ad- 
vertised were designed to meet the cost limitation of $13,500. The result was 
that the average area per unit of these first projects is 1,083 square feet net. 
a projects reflect the higher permissible cost and average somewhat higher 
n area. 

In summary, as of May 1, 1957, these 2 programs combined, MCA and title 
VIII, have resulted in construction, or contracting for, of 15,447 units in both 
continental United States and overseas permanent base rights areas. Including 
those advertised, the aggregate total of housing will be 20,906. 


| 


| Contracted |Contracted or 


for | advertised 
Fiscal year: 
1955 MCA...-_. : ‘ | 1, 769 1, 769 
1956 MCA..._. ‘ 23; 772 3.772 
1957 MCA... a : ; | 546 659 
Title VIII , —_ 3 a 9, 360 14, 706 


TWEE soa cw cubeoke se 15, 447 20, 906 


! 1,612 in continental United States. 
? 3,616 in continental United States. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, as the committee is aware, we have 
a slightly new format this year, and each member has before him a 
justification book which summarizes the project and costs of each 
project, and gives you a picture of what we have in that type facility 
and what our total future requirements are. 

In addition to that, the counsel has been furnished the three specific 
line-item justification books which I will be using as we go through this. 
I would like to inquire, sir, if you have the book. I think you have. 

The committee counsel, Mr. BeLieu, made a suggestion to us last 
year which we think is a very fine idea, and we have followed it and 
have included, as you will notice, sir, in your book, before each tech- 
nical service and each army, a statement of the mission of that tech- 
nical service or army, and I think that will add to the knowledge of the 
committee, sir. 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES, TECHNICAL SERVICES 
FACILITIES 


(ORDNANCE CORPS) 
MISSION 


The assigned mission of the Ordnance Corps, under the direction of the Deputy 
Chief of Staff for Logistics, is to support Army combat forces by the provision 
of all weapons, ammunition, combat vehicles, ordnance general supplies, and 
trained personnel to furnish specialized ordnance services, of the types needed, 
when and where needed. 

FUNCTIONS 


All Ordnance Corps activities are directly geared to these ultimate general 
objectives. 

1. It is significant that almost none of the above-noted material and services 
has a reasonable comparable counterpart in the civilian economy. The end 
items involved range from a .22 caliber pistol to an enormous tank retriever ; 
from pyrotechnies to the whole long-range rocket family, now under develop- 
ment; and from a bayonet to most intricate electronic fire-control systems. 
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2. The provision of a ready reserve of such ordnance material and production 
capacity therefor; assuring that that reserve reflects constant changes in mate- 
rial requirements, qualitatively and quantitatively ; the stimulation and accom- 
plishment of advances in design and productive processes based upon research 
and development activities ; and maintenance, to the extent feasible, of a ready 
mobilization production base, are among the peacetime activities carried out by 
the Ordnance Corps in the accomplishment of: its mission. 

3. The ordnance activities are carried out at 37 ordnance installations having 
an authorized permanent peacetime strength. It is for these installations that 
funds for construction of buildings and utilities are provided in the MSA pro- 
gram, 

ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND 


General Suuter. Aberdeen Proving Ground located at Aberdeen, 
Harford County, Md. This installation serves as headquarters for 
ordnance training command, ordnance school; ordnance research pro- 
vides ballistics research and development, engineering, and testing of 
all classes of ordnance material except guided missiles. Our inven- 
tory of real property at this station is presently valued at $70 million. 
We estimate it will require 73.6 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $2.2 million in new authoriza- 
tion for 2-826 EM barracks, battalion administration and supply 
building, battalion mess and a 60-man BOQ for student officers. 
Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Two enlisted men’s barracks at estimated cost of $1,298,000. This 
project will provide an additional 652 permanent barrack spaces 
against the total requirement of 5,566. 94 percent of enlisted men 
are now housed in modified emergency-type barracks built duri 
World War II. In order to keep qualified and technically traine 
personnel, it is essential that adequate living conditions be provided. 
Barracks now being utilized will be demolished to make way for 
planned permanent construction. Only 561 permanent barrack spaces 
now exist. 

2. Battalion administration and supply building at estimated cost 
of $23,000. This item provides space for administrative and supply 
operations in support of troops to be housed in the barracks we are 
asking for. 

3. Battalion mess at estimated cost of $341,000. This item will pro- 
vide messing facilities for the troops to be housed with barracks in 
this program. Messing facilities now in operation are modified emer- 
gency-type built during World War II. Costly to maintain and will 
not be in the vicinity of the new barracks. 

4. Bachelor officers quarters (60-man) for student officers at esti- 
mated cost of $419,000. This project will provide 60 spaces of total 
requirement of 591 spaces for housing student officers stationed here; 
18 permanent spaces exist. Maintaining the modified emergency- 
type buildings is costly, and the spaces are unsatisfactory, thereby 
making it very difficult to maintain a state of high morale among 
officers. 

ANNISTON ORDNANCE DEPOT 


Anniston Ordnance Depot located at Annniston, Calhoun County, 
Ala. This installation receives and stores ordnance general supplies 
and ammunition including propellants and explosive components of 
guided missiles supplies of General Services Administration and 
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Federal Civil Defense Agency returned from CONUS and O/S 
performs artillery, antiaircraft, and field maintenance. Our inventory 
of real property at this station is presently valued at $39.2 million. 
We estimate it will require $27 milfion authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $2 million in new authorization 
for roads and parking and railroad spur and facilities. Justification 
for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Roads and parking at estimated cost of $605,000: This item will 
provide access to 478 ammunition storage magazines which are almost 
completed, thus eliminating safety hazards and operational deficien- 
cies in ammunition storage. Explosive-laden trucks will not have to 
pass through administrative housing and other congested areas to 
reach the storage area. Service roads are needed to permit vehicular 
traffic between various isolated areas in the new magazine area. The 
inspection pit included in this project is required in order to search 
incoming cars for evidence of sabotage or hazardous conditions and 
will be utilized in connection with the suspect car barricade in the 
following item. 

2. Railroad spur and facilities at estimated cost of $1,410,000: This 
item provides 10.3 miles of rail spurs to support the 478 ammunition 
storage magazines now nearing completion, plus 5 loading platforms 
and 2 barricades. Existing rail spurs and platforms are located in 
areas remote from the new magazines and are insufficient in number 
to handle additional traffic that will be generated by their operation. 
The barricaded holding yard will store explosive-laden boxcars and 
trains awaiting pickup by commercial carrier or unloading. The 
suspect car barricade, required to safely open explosive-laden vehicles 
suspected of bringing hazardous condition will replace existing facil- 
ity which is in close proximity to a concentrated area and must be 
abandoned. 

JET PROPULSION LABORATORY, PASADENA, CALIF. 


Jet propulsion laboratory located near Pasadena, Los Angeles 
County, Calif. The principal function of this installation is research 
and development. ‘The mission is to obtain fundamental information 
to assist the Ordnance Corps in the design and development of guided 
missiles together with suitable launching equipment. Our inventory 
of real property at this station is presently valued at $4.3 million. We 
estimate it will require $1 million authorization in the future to com- 
plete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 
This year we are asking for $130,000 in new authorization for extension 
of utilities (electrical and water systems). Justification for this proj- 
ect is as follows: 

Project will provide additional transformers, switch gear, and pri- 
mary and secondary electrical distribution facilities made necessary 
by increasing power requirements of newly installed electric and elec- 
tronic equipment and by new technical facilities now nearing comple- 
tion. Present power supply is overloaded and imminent augmenta- 
tion of connected load makes it essential that capacity be increased to 
protect the existing circuits and gear from damage. 

Existing water system lacks storage, pumping. and distribution 
capacity required by the laboratory, particularly for fire protection. 
The present storage tank, of 68,000 gallon capacity will be replaced by 
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a 300,000 gallon elevated tank. Pumphouse and pumps of sufficient 
capacity for fire protection will be installed and new and larger water 
lines will be added to include extension of distribution lines to serve 
new facilities. 

SAVANNA ORDNANCE DEPOT 


Savanna Ordnance Depot located near Clinton in Carroll and Jo 
Daviess Counties, Il]. This installation is responsible for distribution 
of general supply major items and ammunition. Our inventory of 
real property at this station is presently valued at $27.7 million. We 
estimate it will require $24.2 million authorization in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $758,000 in new authorization 
for 4 ammo transfer platforms, facilities, road and hardstands and 
railroad siding. Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Four ammo transfer platforms: Facilities at estimated cost of 
$256,000. 

These platforms will be utilized in shipping and receiving of ammu- 
nition. Existing platforms are unsafe for andling anything other 
re materials and will be used as such when new ones are pro- 
vided. 

2. Roads and hardstands at estimated cost of $214,000: This item 
supports the previous item and provides space for truck parking ad- 
jacent to platforms for loading packaged ammo and for direct trans- 
fer of bombs between boxcars and trucks. Roads will be used by trucks 
hauling ammunition from platforms and aprons to and from magazine 
area. ‘ 

3. Railroad siding at estimated cost of $288,000: This item will 
support the first item at this station in that it will provide rail access 
to the transfer platforms. Due to requirement for isolation of the 

latforms for safe operation they cannot be located along existing rail 

ine. 
SIOUX ORDNANCE DEPOT 


Sioux Ordnance Depot located near Sidney, County of Cheyenne, 
Nebr. This installation distributes general supply repair parts, 
major items, and ammunition. Receives and stores General Services 
Administration supplies. Our inventory of real property at this sta- 
tion is presently valued at $35.8 million. We estimate it will require 
$44.4 million authorization in the future to complete the permanent 
plant required to support the mission mentioned. This year we are 
asking for $249,000 in new authorization for ammunition burning and 
demolition grounds facilities. Justification is as follows: A demoli- 
tion area will be provided for destroying by deterioration of unserv- 
iceable or obsolete ammunition and unsalvageable parts. A separate 
area will be provided for burning of explosives. Supporting items in- 
clude a bombproof personnel shelter, a vehicle barricade for the truck 
required in these operations, a barricaded ammunition-holding fa- 
cility, separate service magazines for demolition explosives, a barri- 
cade to protect the electric generator, and a small storage building for 
equipment. Facilities either do not exist or are badly deteriorated tem- 
porary buildings. This item is a standard and essential element at a 
depot storing large quantities of ammunition. 
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WHITE SANDS PROVING GROUND 


White Sands Proving Ground located near Las Cruces, N. Mex. 
This installation under the command of the Chief of Ordnance has 
as its principal function, research and development. It is the prin- 
cipal Ordance Corps installation for the execution of all technical and 
engineering responsibilities associated with flight testing of guided 
missiles, rockets, and other munitions which may be assigned for ord- 
nance engineering and acceptance testing. Our inventory of real prop- 
erty at this station is presently valued at $38.9 million, We estimate 
it will require $47.5 million authorization in the future to complete 
the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. This 
year we are asking for $16.5 million in new authorization for: 

1. POL facilities, $80,000: Project will provide efficient fueling and 
lubricating services for over 1,500 administrative transport vehicles 
assigned to post motor pool plus testing and range operation technical 
vehicles. Existing facilities lack necessary servicing capacity. They 
will be rearranged or replaced in order to permit high speed, efficient 
servicing. Technical personnel are transported to and from remote 
desert and mountaintop instrument and camera stations. With pres- 
ent facilities there are delays involving lost time and overtime hours 
for vehicle operators, many of whom are high-salaried technicians who 
use vehicles in their duties. 

2, Consolidated academic building, $392,000: This project will pro- 
vide a permanent library and educational center to serve over 5,000 
personnel including Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force, their 
dependents and civilian employees residing on the post. Of the 3,400 
eligible for the Army education program, nearly 500 are attending 
classes 5 nights a week in 3 small temporary buildings which lack lab 
training space. Limited lab training was at one time provided by New 
Mexico A. and M. College, 35 miles away, but is no longer available. 
Space will be utilized for troop information program and briefing 
sessions with suitable facilities for instruction, demonstration, visual 
aids, and study. 

3. Motor pool facilities, $642,000: A vehicle maintenance building 
will enable weekly organizational maintenance to be performed in- 
doors. About 90 percent of such work must be done at night due to 
daylight use of vehicles at remote points in this 4,000-square-mile 
installation. Sedan shed will protect approximately one-half of as- 
signed sedans from severe sand storms after which repairs are required 
to windshields, windows, etc., thus saving about $200 per year per ve- 
hicle. An automatic wash facility will permit production line wash- 
ing, speeding accomplishment, and savings in man-hours. Adminis- 
tration building will provide space for the administrative operation of 
the motor pool. 

4, Electronic equipment repair and storage building, $410,000: This 
will be a combined shop for maintenance repair of electronic equip- 
ment valued at $60,000,000; 124 technical personnel assigned to the 
White Sands Signal Corps Agency are responsible for servicing this 
equipment. Two quonset huts with 14,000-square-feet floor space are 
now used and because of this limited working space current workload 
requirements cannot be met. This includes approximately 12,400 items 
of electronic equipment plus 11,000 circuit miles of open wire with re- 


O_o 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 403 


peaters on the guided missile range. Quonset buildings being used are 
in the technical area and will be retained for office and storage space 
by missile contractors. 

5, Engineer fabrication shop, $362,000: This shop will provide 30 
percent more space for sheetmetal and welding operations, 80 to 90 
percent of which are in direct support of research and development 
at this station. Most of the work is being done outside under makeshift 
conditions with additional space of a 14,400-square-foot steel building 
being utilized. 

6. Laboratory communications equipment building, $852,000: This 
will provide consolidate laboratory and supporting office accommoda- 
tions for systems division and the communications and instrumenta- 
tion division of the White Sands Signal Corps Agency. The Navy has 
loaned quonset huts for this operation to be returned when the new 
building is completed. Temporary buildings that are widely scattered 
and inadequate in size are being used also and will be salvaged. If 
this item is not approved the NSSCA will be unable to keep pace 
with proving ground requirements. New facilities will enable sav- 
ings of time and money by more efficient operation thru consolidation 
of related activities in a single area and provision of adequate Iabora- 
tory facilities. 

7. Photographic laboratory $622,000: This laboratory is urgently 
needed by the White Sands Signa] Corps Agency for ee 
operations in support of proving ground operations and for radar data 
film. Borrowed space in the electronic lab and scattered Navy quon- 
set huts and trailer vans are now being used for this function. No de- 


crease in technical workload assignments is anticipated. 

8. Flight determination laboratory, $851,000: Facilities will be pro- 
vided the flight determination laboratory organization for use in oper- 
ating precision optical and electronic missile flight data collecting, sys- 
tem on the White Sands Integrated Range. Activities are now being 
housed in widely separated borrowed space in the WSPG headquar- 
ters and Holloman Air Development Genter. Due to expansion of 
owner activities this space must be released. The FDL develops data 
and evaluation information which are vitally basic to the entire inte- 
grated range operation upon which the guided missile and weapons 
systems development programs of Army-Navy and Air Force are 
dependent. 

9. Simulation laboratory, $882,000: Flight simulation laboratory 
technical facilities will be relocated and expanded. Equipment is 
presently housed in 2 buildings, 1,000 feet apart. The mission of the 
FSL is to evaluate guided missile and rocket systems by flight simula- 
tion techniques, supplementing, and to some extent substituting for, 
field firings. At present there are two electronic computers, a digital 
simulator, and an analog simulator. Installation of an additional 
computer is planned upon completion of the proposed lab. 

10. Special weapons assembly facility, $958,000: This will provide 
ey designed facilities for receiving, storing and assembly of 
righ 


= : ; J 
ighly classified material, components, adaptation kits, test equip- 


ment, and missile warhead components for guided missiles and rockets 
prior to laboratory and flight tests. Present facilities are not suitable 
for these activities and are needed for purposes originally designed. 

11. Missile assembly building, $419,000: Additional assembly, 
laboratory, engineering, office, and supply room space will be provided 





404 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


to accommodate advancing technical and weapons programs. The 
assignment of new missile development projects at the proving ground 
has greatly reduced the available working areas. 

12. Range instrumentation facilities, $3,209,000: This item will in- 
clude 47 buildings to house instruments and radio, microwave and 
fixed wire communications systems and equipment, plus 8 theodolite 
domes, 14 instrumentation domes and necessary access roads and 
utilities. Some of the equipment is on hand and installed at temporary 
sites. 

13. Army launching area No. 5, $506,000: Consists of 2 launching 
complexes each with control house and 2 launching pads to handle the 
Increase in missile programs and firing schedules assigned. Maxi- 
mum use is being made of existing facilities thereby making it impos- 
sible to handle the increased workload. 

14. Film storage and inflammable warehouse, $194,000: This will 
provide for storage of film and photographic paper and chemicals 
which require proper temperature and Toadies control. Materials 
are presently stored in three temporary magazines of frame con- 
struction, unsuitable for such critical storage, thus facilities will be 
demolished. 

15. Three warehouses, $396,000: Permanent warehouse facilities 
for the post ordnance division will save approximately 50 man-days 
per month due to expedited issue of supplies and consolidated loca- 
tion. Existing facilities consist of two canvas type sheds and open 
storage. Materials including electronic material becomes unserviceable 
due to wind and sand damage. 

16. Engineer warehouse, $250,000: This will provide a consolidated 
facility for use by the installation engineer for support of repairs 
and utilities activities and supply of engineer items to proving ground 
mission activities. It is essential for effective operations, safeguarding 
stored material, and its protection from the elements. Five temporary 
barracks relocated from another installation in 1949 plus a number 
of small, scattered, canvas-topped hutments are presently being used 
for this purpose and will be demolished. 

17. Administrative building, $424,000: Will provide administrative 
space for 29 military and 151 civilian personnel employed by WSPG 
Inspector General, Judge Advocate, Intelligence, Safety, Comptroller 
and Red Cross presently housed in two temporary cantonment build- 
ings obtained from surplus in 1948, two temporary barracks buildings, 
and Navy quonset huts. The temporary buildings will be demolished 
for new construction and the quonset huts returned for Navy use. No 
other space is available. The present WSPG headquarters building 
cannot be enlarged due to layout and internal arrangement. 

18. 2 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man), $1,329,000: This project 
will provide an additional 652 permanent barracks spaces against the 
total requirement of 2,372; 786 permanent spaces now exist. Approxi- 
mately two-thirds of enlisted men at White Sands are housed in mo- 
bilization type wooden barracks which will be retained until there are 
enough permanent barracks for all enlisted men and then they will be 
demolished. 

19. Battalion mess, $348,000: This item will provide messing facili- 
ties for the troops to be housed in the barracks in this program. Exist- 
ing messing facilities are of temporary construction resulting in high 
maintenance costs and will be demolished to make room for permanent 
construction. 
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20. Battalion administration and supply building, $234,000: This 
item provides space for administrative and supply operations in sup- 
port of troops to be housed in the barracks requested in this program. 

21. Bachelor officers quarters (60-man), $452,000: This project will 
provide 60 spaces of total requirement of 233 spaces; 113 permanent 
spaces now exist. In addition to serving military and civilian per- 
sonnel the quarters can be used by transient personnel attending guided 
missile training courses and scientific personnel visiting the proving 
ground. Because of lack of sufficient quarters on post often it 1s neces- 
sary to transport personnel twice daily between E] Paso, Tex., and 
WSPG, a distance of 50 miles, at Government expense. Existing fa- 
cilities consist of 2 permanent structures and 4 mobilization type bar- 
racks converted to bachelor officers quarters. Three of the mobiliza- 
tion type will be removed to make room for the two barracks included 
in this program. 

22. Main post exchange, $305,000: This will provide a centrally 
located retail store plus related concessionnaire and service facilities. 
Facilities are now located in dispersed temporary buildings and quon- 
set huts of inadequate size and drab appearance. The PX stockroom 
and warehouse is a small temporary building located a mile away 
necessitating an additional truck with driver to restock the retail store. 
The quonsets are owned by the Navy and the balance of the buildings 
will be salvaged. PX privileges are needed at WSPG due to its iso- 
lated location. 

23. Officers’ mess with swimming pool, $673,000: This facility will 
provide the only dining and recreational activity for officers, civilians, 
their families and visiting personnel at this isolated base. Nearest 
facilities are at Las Cruces, N. Mex., and El Paso, Tex., 27 and 50 
miles distant. Present club facilities are located in a modified tem- 
porary building which lacks sufficient space for dining and no recrea- 
tional facilities. The present club will be razed to permit construc- 
tion of the new barracks. 

24. Base cafeteria, $232,000: This cafeteria is urgently needed to 
serve all personnel and not just a portion as is now the case. The exist- 
ing cafeteria is not adequate to meet the heavy demand. The service 
is limited resulting in a substantial percentage of potential cafeteria 
customers carrying their lunches. The temporary building housing 
the existing cafeteria will be demolished. Food is also prepared in the 
cafeteria which is served by two mobile PX units to the technical area 
and firing area personnel. 

25. NCO open mess with swimming pool, $533,000: This will pro- 
vide the only facility devoted to club purposes for approximately 1,395 
NCO’s and comparable grade civilians. No swimming facilities are 
available nearer than El Paso and Las Cruces. Present club is in a 
wooden building, formerly a part of a Civilian Conservation Corps 
camp, which will be demolished due to its deteriorated condition. 

26. Increased water supply, $430,000: This project is required in 
order to avert a critical water shortage. In the next 12 to 15 months 
134 Army and Navy Capehart units plus technical facilities will be 
under construction which will increase the demand in the water supply 
system. The present demand is 2.6 million gallons per day and with 
the new construction will exceed the 3 million gallon per day estimated 
maximum capacity of existing wells. An increased water reserve is 
necessary for normal fire protection also. 
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27. Post roads and parking areas, $491,000: Additional roads and 
parking areas are needed to integrate and complete facilities growth as 
accomplished by previous construction. Security measures demand 
controlled access to the technical areas. This will provide road nets to 
technical and support areas and will also be used by civilians and lim- 
ited military personnel living in communities removed from the prov- 
ing ground who must provide their own transportation. 

General Suuter. We will start, sir, with the Ordnance Corps, Aber- 
deen Proving Ground. In your book, sir, that isC1-3. Mr. Case has 
the proper page. a 

General on The request at Aberdeen Proving Ground, sir, is 
for 2 enlisted men’s permanent barracks, $1,298,000; a battalion ad- 
ministration and supply building, $230,000; a battalion mess, $341,- 
000; and a permanent bachelor officers’ quarters, $419,000. Sir, on 
the first item for—— 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, before he takes up the items, look- 
ing at the table of figures, I notice that the total estimated—first, is 
this classified at all? 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Senator Casr. Those figures ? 

General SHuter. No, sir. 

Senator Cass. The total estimated cost is $157 million; the esti- 
mated future authorization is $73 million. Does that mean that this 
$73 million represents what you anticipate will be needed to build up 
to your 20-year plan ¢ 

General ai That is right, sir, at this station. 

Senator Casr. So, roughly speaking, you are scarcely over half 
built at Aberdeen as of today. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir; half built and authorized, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Did you say a while ago that this 20-year plan 
contemplated a million-man Army ? 

General Suuter. No,sir. This is 650,000 men, phase 1 of a million- 
man Army, the difference being in overseas temporary base-rights 
areas at this time. 

Senator Srennis. I see. So you are planning a home installation 
of 650,000. 

General Suter. Yes, sir. We are holding at this time our perma- 
nent construction planning to 650,000, phase 1, and that is stationed 
out in the Army’s official stationing plan at our permanent installa- 
tions. 

Senator Casr. In general, in reference to the items, what is the 
particular increase in mission or new assignment which calls for the 
construction of barracks at this rather well-established facility, which 
started in 1918? 

General Suuter. Senator Case, these are replacement barracks for 
the World War II wooden mobilization-type barracks. We only have 
561 enlisted men in permanent barracks at this station, with over 
5,000 of the permanent strength not in permanent barracks. So, these 
are permanent barracks to replace the old, outmoded wooden barracks 
built in World War IT. 

Senator Casr. The erection of two enlisted men’s barracks, then, 
does not meet your requirement, but is perhaps suggested as a means, 
sort of a token attack on the replacement program ? 
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General Suuter. Yes, sir. It is an increment of the 16 years we 
have in the plan yet to go. It gives us 652 spaces against the deficit, 
sir. 

Mr. BeLtev. What will be your deficit if you have this construction 
completed ? 

General SHuter. Well, it would be about 4,300, taking it away from 
the 5,000 which exist. 

Mr. BeLiev. Those 5,000 are now in temporary World War ITI bar- 
‘acks; is that correct? 

General Suuter. The personnel not in the 561 spaces in permanent 
barracks are in the old World War II wooden barracks; yes, sir. 

Senator Casg. Is the Army experiencing at Aberdeen any difficulty 
in retaining personnel because of substandard housing? 

General SHuter. Senator Case, I do not know of a station where we 
are not, to varying degrees. At some stations we have a lot of difficulty. 
Others we do not have quite as much, but we are—I am quite familiar 
with these type barracks, and in the wintertime they are quite cold; 
they are heated by a central coal plant which is drafty and generates 
coal dust, and so forth, and it is just a big squad room on each floor; 
lavatory facilities are not adequate nor modern, and it is outmoded. 
They were only built for 3- to 5-year life expectancy back in World 
War II, and they are still standing. 

Senator Case. I notice, Mr. Chairman, sometimes the justification 
contains a statement such as this: 

Currently, 94 percent of the enlisted men at this installation are living in 
barracks built during World War II of a modified emergency design. 

Obviously, the replacement of 2 barracks does not take care of the 
94 percent of the men, but it may be an encouragement to them that 
improvement is on the way. 

Senator Stennis. You would use this as kind of a morale builder or 
something to look forward to; is that your idea? 

General Suuter. Sir, we feel that these wooden barracks are not 
going to stand many years longer. They have got to be replaced, and 
while we are replacing them we want to build, if the Congress will 
allow, sir, as they have in the past, permanent barracks to replace 
old wooden barracks. 

Senator Stennis. What about your battalion mess, now? How 
many men will that take care of ? 

General Suuter. Sir, that will take care of 5 companies in 1 mess- 
hall. 

Senator Srennis. And that means kitchen, and everything that 
goes with it? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; everything to go with the messhall in 
one building. ; 

Senator Stennis. Five companies; how many men is that, sir? 
A thousand ? 

General Suuter. That would be about right, sir. Just a minute. 

Senator Stennis. Well, approximately. 

General Suuter. About 1,000 men, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. What is your next item? 

yeneral Suuter. The next item, sir, is the battalion administration 
and supply building which supports these barracks, and that, again, 
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is a five-company, combined building to take care of the supply and 
administrative functions of all these companies. 

The battalion mess, as we have already stated, supports the barracks 
requested in the program. 

The bachelor officers’ quarters, sir, is a 60-man, permanent building, 
and is for company grade and field grade student courses, one course 
lasting 9 months and the other 6 months, so they are there on perma- 
nent change of station during the course, and we have to have a decent 
place to put them, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. I think you have covered that page. 
Proceed to the next one. 

General SuHuter. Also, Mr. Chairman, I understand from the coun- 
sel that the committee desires that we point out at each station as I 
go along the portion of the deficiency authorization that we are asking 
for at that station which makes wip the $23.5 million of total deficiency 
authorization requested at Aberdeen Proving Ground. 

Senator Srennis.: Give a brief reason for it. 

General Suuter. At Aberdeen Proving Ground we are requesting 
a deficiency authorization of $303,000 against Public Law 161, 84th 
Congress; and the reason is we have four items there, Mr. Chairman, 
on which the cost at this time to construct them is greater than the 
authorization we got or the budget we made several years ago. 

This again points up, sir, one of the, what I consider, evils of not 
being able to carry out our program immediately after Congress has 
allowed us the authorization and the appropriations. 

These delays occur for a number of reasons. As you know, sir, there 
are many hurdles in this program which cause an item to be put on 
the shelf or deferred, and we cannot get the money for it or higher 
authority does not allow us to execute it. 

Any time that happens, sir, and 2 or 3 years go by, because of the 
rising cost index we have had lately and are still having, and I might 
say it has risen 14 percent in the last 214 years up to last December 31, 
which just raises the cost of doing construction, we simply do not have 
enough authorization to do them. So this deficiency would allow us 
to do these items that are already authorized, sir. 

Actually, the items are expanding the electrical distribution system, 
family quarters, enlisted men’s barracks and Spesutie Island Bridge, 
all authorized previously by the Congress. 

Senator Stennis. This ordnance depot at Anniston—you have an 
additional installation at Anniston, do you not, too—Fort McClellan. 

Is this connected in any way, or just 

General Scuuter. No, sir. This is strictly an ordnance depot, sir, 
and is not connected with Fort McClellan. 

Senator Stennis. Are you going to spend a million and a half dollars 
for a railroad spur? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, these are railroad spurs and facili- 
ties. The railroad spur is just one part of the requirement. 

Senator Stennis. I thought the railroad built those spurs themselves 
for a customer like the Army. 

General Suvuter. No, sir. We have to build this railroad spur on 
the post. in order to properly get at our 478 ammunition storage maga- 
zines which are nearing completion. The remainder of the cost here, 
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Mr. Chairman, is for electrical distribution, barricades, two barricades, 
and loading platforms. Those are the majority of the costs. 

For instance, the loading platforms are $191,000; the barricades are 
$312,000; the electrical distribution is $16,000. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you select a place like Anniston, Ala., for 
an ordnance depot ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman 

Senator Stennis. Such rugged terrain, is what I am thinking about. 

General Suuter. It was selected in 1942, which may hold the key 
as to why it was placed there. That would be during the war, and a 
site team probably went out from the Ordnance, and the Army selected 
it after study. : 

Senator Stennis. I think it is a good selection there. It is a rugged 
interior. I fly.over there all the time. 

Senator Case, do you have anything on that one? 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, before you go on to some other sec- 
tion, and while we are still with Ordnance, I would like to ask a couple 
of questions on the housing authorization. 

The statement of Secretary Bryant which was submitted some 
time ago, with certain tables, shows Aberdeen Proving Ground total 
units of housing authorized were 36; completed or under contract were 
28; and 8 units deferred. 

Now, in this proposal, you just refer to enlisted men’s barracks. 

At the same time, in this table there was Black Hills Depot, S. Dak., 
104 units authorized under Public Law 161 of 1954, and 4 have been 
completed, 100 units deferred. 

What is the basis on which those units are being deferred ? 

General Suvuter. Senator Case, the Appropriations Committees 
have not had presented to them those 100 houses that were authorized 
by the Congress. We did intend, and still intend, to present, I believe 
it is 27 or 37, I am not sure of that number—27 of them to the Appro- 
priations Committees in the appropriations bill. However 

Senator Casr. You mean in the military construction appropriation 
bill this year? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. In other words, in our funding plan, 
to get them to clear that much of the authorization. 

Now, I would like to state to the Senator, and I feel I must in order 
to completely clear the Department of the Army on this, that we 
have already received informal information from the Bureau of the 
Budget which leads me to believe that they will not allow us to 
execute those houses, and I say that for this reason: 

In reviewing this bill and reducing it, the Bureau of the Budget 
took out all the family houses requested at Sioux Ordnance Depot in 
Nebraska. The reason given to us as to why they took out the houses 
at Sioux Ordnance Depot, Nebr., was that they were predominantly 
for civilians, and the pay scale of the civilians would not allow the 
houses to be amortized over the reasonable life of the house. 

They have asked the same question now on Black Hills. That is, 
are these for civilians or military? And since they are for civilians, 
sir, I have a fear that they may prevent us from constructing the 
houses, 
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However, I can tell the Senator that I intend to get clearance from 
the Appropriations Committees to execute them. That is the full 
story, sir. 

Senator Case. If you get the funds in the appropriation bill or clear- 
ance with the Appropriations Committee, does the Bureau of the 
Budget again then step in before you execute them ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. The Bureau of the Budget has to appor- 
tion the money for any MCA project. That is one of the hurdles I 
speak of we have to get over before we can execute any project. 

And there are many, many examples of the Bureau of the Budget 
not allowing us to execute an authorized item. 

Senator Case. Even after it has been appropriated for? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. Will you keep the committee clerk informed of the 
status of both Sioux Depot in Nebraska and Black Hills Ordnance 
in South Dakota? 

General Suuuer. Yes. 

Senator Casr. That completes the ordnance portion of the book, 
and I suggest that we recess, then, until 2 o’clock this afternoon, and 
Senator Jackson will take up at that time. 

General Suuter. Thank you. 

(Whereupon, at 12:10 p. m., the subconmittee adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 2 p. m. of the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Present: Senators Stennis, Jackson, and Case. 

Senator Jackson (presiding). The subcommittee will come to order. 

The first item we will take up this afternoon is the Quartermaster 
Corps. 

Before we proceed any further I should like to say that we are al- 
ways pleased to have General Shuler with us. I have always felt that 
he has been one of the finest and most effective advocates that we have 
had before this committee. General Shuler, you may proceed. 

General SuHuter. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 


QUARTERMASTER CORPS 


MISSION 


The Quartermaster General who reports to the Deputy Chief of 
Staff for Logistics, develops, provides, and services food, clothing, 
petroleum (except field and higher echelon maintenance of pipelines), 
aerial supply equipment, other quartermaster equipment, supplies, 
maintenance, and services for the Army, and, as assigned, for the 
Navy, the Air Force, and the Marine Corps; provides for the disposal 
of Army surplus personal property, as assigned ; and provides for the 
care and disposition of the remains and personal effects of deceased 
personnel of the Army and as directed or agreed upon, of the Navy, 
Air Force, the Marine Corps, and for general supervision of the 
operation of national cemeteries. 
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FUNCTIONS 


1. The Quartermaster General provides advice and assistance to 
the Secretary of the Army, the Chief of Staff, other members of the 
Army staff, and to all other elements of the Army Establishment on 
technical matters for which he has been assigned responsibility. As a 
staff officer for the Department of the Army, he is responsible for 
the preparation of plans, estimates, and orders, the review of techni- 
cal doctrine and the coordination of his technical, administrative, and 
operational plans and activities with other agencies of the Army Staff. 

2. The Quartermaster General commands such troops, activities, 
and installations as from time to time may be assigned. As a chief 
of a service, he performs the usual functions of command. Im addi- 
tion, he is responsible for development of personnel requirements and 
exercises career management athe, within overall Department of 
the Army policy, over members of the Quartermaster Corps. 

3. The two functions of staff and command, although vested in a 
single head, are sapere and distinct in that each involves different 
responsibilities and duties. To perform these missions the Quarter- 
master Corps is organized to include the headquarters, or the Office 
of the Quartermaster General, Military Subsistence Supply Agency, 
Military Clothing and Textile Supply Agency, United States Army 

eneral and quartermaster depots, the QM training command, the 

M research and development command, United States Army admin- 
istration centers, QM petroleum offices and several miscellaneous QM 
separate activities. 

Under the Quartermaster Corps we have four stations, sir, Atlanta 
General Depot, New Cumberland General Depot, Sharpe General 
Depot, and Fort Worth General Depot where all the items requested 
are in support of the mission transferred from the Department.of Air 
Force by the Department of Defense for depot maintenance of Army 
aircraft. 

This, Mr, Chairman, is the fifth echelon maintenance of Army air- 
craft which we are unable to do either under our field maintenance 
setups or our organizational maintenance at the station. There are 
only four depots involved and these are added missions for these gen- 
eral depots. So if we can keep that in mind, as we come to each of ° 
these stations, they are in support of the same type mission. 

Senator Jackson. The rest are handled by the Air Force through 
their facilities ? 

General Suuter. If anything is too big for these we would either 
farm it out to the Air Force or civilian contracts. 

Senator Jackson. What. you are doing is using the facilities you 
have available based on the type of equipment that needs overhaul or 
services. 

General Suvutrer. That’s right, sir. These items we are requesting 
are certain things like landing strips and those type things to get the 
planes in and out. 

ATLANTA GENERAL DEPOT 


The first station is Atlanta General Depot. The items are aviation 
gasoline storage, relocation of existing power line, clearance easement 
and site preparation, drainage and grading the total amount $595,000. 
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These are for facilities for this mission. In addition to that we 
are requesting a deficiency, sir, in authorization of $152,000 because 
of underbudgeting and price rise in the fiscal year 1957 items au- 
thorized by the Congress. 

Senator Jackson. Out of how much of a total ? 

General ‘Suvuter. This is $152,000 deficiency that has to be added 
onto $832,000, so it is an increase from $832,000 to $984,000, 

Senator Jackson. That is quite an overrun, isn’t it ? 

General Suuter. Sir, I have mention, and this applies to all of these 
depots, and I think we better clear this up before we reach the other 
ones, that we had to come up to Congress for these items in the fiscal 
year 1957 program before we had a final decision on this change of 
mission. We knew it was coming. So instead of having our 2-year 
planning On in which to master plan these things and budget them 
properly, do the preliminary plans, we had to come in with the best 
budget we could. We didn’t make good budgets on these and that con- 
tributes to the deficiency of $152,000. 

This should give us all the items we need at this depot for this mis- 
sion, this deficiency and the 1958 request. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

General Suter. Atlanta General Depot is located 12 miles south- 
east of Atlanta, Ga. This installation receives and stores Quarter- 
master, Engineer, Ordnance and Signal Corps stocks for issue to in- 
stallations within the assigned area. Performs depot maintenance for 
engineer and ordnance materiel, Conducts training in depot supply 
and maintenance operations for military personne). Provides Army 
aviation depot support. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $28.4 million. We estimate it will require $8.1 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $595,000 in new authorization for 
additional aviation facilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows : 

Aviation gasoline storage, $44,000: This facility is a part of the 
proposed depot supply support of army aircraft by the transportation 
section of the above depot. Aircraft received for storage, repair, in- 
' spection, or issue are to be drained of fuel. That requirement makes 
necessary the availability of gasoline storage facilities. If this project 
is not provided, operating would be curtailed because of established 
safety and fire regulations. 

Relocation of existing power line, $63,000: The present location of 
the electric power line is adjacent to the proposed runway to be con- 
structed as item 29 of the fiscal year 1957 MCA program. These lines 
must be moved from this area so as to provide safe operating condi- 
tions on the runway. If not provided, it will continue a hazard to the 
utilization of the runway. : 

Clearance easement and land acquisition, $36,000: The acquisition 
of land is to provide safe cleared approach zones beyond the aircraft 
landing strips. The required approach glide angles to the runways 
must be protected from construction of such hazards as power and 
communication lines and buildings. This is a new facility being es- 
tablished. If proposed land is not acquired it will void the value of 
the Government-owned land proposed for the siting of the runways. 
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Site preparation, $452,000: This project is required to provide the 
necessary site for accommodation of Army aviation facilities at this 
installation. This is a new facility; is utilizing the only suitable site 
within the installation ; and is in accordance with the installation mas- 
ter plan. If not provided, hazardous conditions would exist which 
would reduce the effectiveness of the facility for its intended use. 


NEW CUMBERLAND GENERAL DEPOT 


The next station, sir, is New Cumberland General Depot, we have 
the same situation there, we have five line items, total $464,000, which 
we need to complete the facilities for this same type mission. We have 
no deficiency request there. We were a little better on our estimates at 
that station, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Will you be taking care of equipment for any of 
the other services? For example, on helicopters, what kind of planes 
or equipment, will you be taking care of at these facilities? 

General Suuter. Well, we will be taking care of all the Army light 
aircraft I cited this morning as the type we utilize. I will just give 
you an idea of what we do there because I think this well defines the 
mission. This will involve: 4 

1. Processing and deprocessing of aircraft and assemblies for stor- 
age, issue and shipment. 

2. Reclamation of aircraft and assemblies for purposes of returning 
critical items into supply channels. 

3. Training of military personnel in the performance of mainte- 
nance and supply duties overseas. 

4. Removal from aircraft of assemblies and subassemblies and the 
repair and reinstallation of such assemblies. 

5. Repair of airframes and surfaces. 

6. Instrument calibration. 

7. Propeller and rotor block balancing. 

8. Corrosion control of aircraft and assemblies. 

9. Testing of major items and components. 

That is the extent of the mission, sir. 

Senator Jackson. It is not entirely a repair depot ? 

General Suuter. It is not a big rebuild depot at all; no, sir. 

Senator Jackson. It is a combination of several undertakings, I 
take it. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. We stock the parts, and we issue them 
for the aircraft and inspect them. We fix them up for overseas ship- 
ment in some cases. That is the type of work we do. 

Senator Jackson. Is anyone going to say that for instance all your 
helicopters could be handled by the facilities available to the Navy 
or the Air Force? 

General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, this study that resulted in the 
transfer of this mission which was performed previously by the Air 
Force was the result, it was a long study and the result of the Depart- 
ment of Defense determining that this was not only the better way 
to do it but would save money in so doing or else they would not make 
the decision to transfer. We did not have the mission prior to its 
transfer to us. 
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Senator Jackson. If these depots were merely repair depots, then 
‘there is no reason why the Air Force or Navy or whatever service has 
the repair facilities they can take care of that. This involves more 
than that. 

General Suuter. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. This involves training and storage and main- 
tenance and operation. 

General SuHuter. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. Of this equipment? 

General Suuer. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Senator Jackson, You say that the Department of Defense reviewed 
that and after a thorough study came to the conclusion that this is 
not only the most efficient, but the most economical way of handling 
this equipment. 

General Sauer, That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

New Cumberland General Depot is located at New Cumberland, Pa. 

This installation has as its mission, the receipt, storage, and issue 
of all types of Quartermaster, Adjutant General, Chemical, Engineer, 
and Signal Corps supplies; and provide Army aviation depot support. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $21.1 million. We estimate it will require $24.5 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $464,000 in new 
authorization for additional aviation facilities for the TC Aviation 
Complex. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Taxiway, $66,000: This project is required to provide access from 
the hangar and shop to the runway. If this project is not provided 
the hangar will not be accessible to the airfield. 

Access apron and parking, $300,000: Aprons adjacent to aircraft 
shops and hangars provide Lisieens for movement of aircraft and 
aircraft unit by MHE units into and from inspection and repair areas 
as well as provide dust control in the hangar and shop zone. If not 
provided, the lack of hardstand in the area would handicap this sup- 
ply and maintenance mission. 

Aviation gasoline storage, $20,000: This facility is a part of the 
proposed depot supply support of Army aircraft by the transporta- 
tion section of the above depot. Aircraft received for storage, repair, 
inspection, or issue are to be drained of fuel. That requirement makes 
necessary the availability of gasoline storage facilities. If this project 
is not provided, operating would be curtailed because of established 
safety and fire regulations. 

Road relocation, $18,000: An existing road located on the instal- 
lation which provides exits from the depot onto a county road, crosses 
the site of the proposed taxiway from the airfield to the hangar site. 
All truck traffic entering and leaving the depot uses this road. This 
item is to relocate the road on the installation from the depot boundary 
line around the hanger and aircraft parking area. 

Parking lot relocation, $60,000: Project necessary to clear site for 
hanger and air facilities. Site selected is only site on Government- 
owned land where hangar can be located with access to airfield. Ve- 
hicular parking area required for employees of depot. 
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FORT LEE, VA. 


Weare asking at Fort Lee, Va., for authorization totaling $6,229,000 
for 8 line items, a signal building, ammunition storage magazines, a 
permanent hospital, 134 bed on 200 bed chassis which is the. only 
permanent hospital requested in this program, 2 permanent enlisted 
men’s barracks with the battalion mess and administrative and supply 
supporting building. An extension of the electrical distribution sys- 
tem and an extension of the gas distribution system. 

Senator Jackson. I see you are still on a 326-man barracks. 

General Suuter. That’s right, sir. That is a 2-company barracks, 
326. However, as the chairman will note, we have gone to a five-com- 
pany battalion combined mess which I believe is in consonance with 
the chairman’s desires. 

Senator Jackson. Has there been much difficulty? The buildings 
are in the process of being completed. 

General Suuter. They are under contract. I don’t think we have 
quite completed any. 

Senator Jackson. They are not operational as yet? 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Sir, at Fort Lee there is a deficiency on 7 line items of $1,285,000 
out of a total amount that was authorized of $8,589,000, I request that 
we be allowed, sir, to submit for the record a.quite complete explana- 
tion of the entire $23.5 million deficiency authorization. I believe it 
is something like 27 typewritten pages long, so it is quite complete, 
and I wish to state that this is the first year that the Army has come 
into Congress and asked for a deficiency authorization other than for 
about $500,000 last year for 2 line items. I personally feel that I have 
been delinquent in not coming in heretofore and asking for some, be- 
cause we have sort of let it stack up for this year; that is why our 
request this year is at a figure of $23.5 million. Lassure the chairman 
that we not only need these items but we cannot construct them without 
the deficiency authorization. 

Senator Jackson. But there is a million deficiency out of a total at 
Fort Lee—— 

General Suuter. Of $8,589,000 which was authorized in Public Law 
161, in the 84th Congress. 

Senator Jackson. What is the reason for it ? 

General SHuter. Price rise in construction prices. 

Senator Jackson. Your construction costs are going up annually ¢ 

General SuHuter. Four to five percent a year. Here isthe important 
fact. When we make our budgets, if you take the time from the time 
we make our budgets to the time we get a low bid it is a considerable 
period of time, and when we have the items delayed 2 or 3 years, when 
we cannot go for a bid for the reasons I mentioned this morning, it 
all adds up to a shortage in authorization. Actually, sir, even though 
we say there is a cost rise of 4 to 5 percent a year, that is an average, 
and at some locations there has been a rise much higher than that. I 
assure you, sir, these are very legitimate requests. 

Senator Jackson. You will submit a detailed statement on this and 
the other items involved in this deficiency ? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir; we will do that. 
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Senator Jackson. All this work is being let on competitive bids, I 
take it? 

General Suuter. All of it, sir, when we need a deficiency authoriza- 
tion it means we haven’t awarded the contract yet. 

Senator Jackson. This is a general quartermaster depot at Fort 

General Suuter. This is the QM school and QM center. 

Fort Lee is located 3 miles southwest of Petersburg, Va. 

The mission of this installation is to exercise control over all Quarter- 
master Corps training activities in the field within limits and policies 
eatabliched by The Quartermaster General; to develop Quartermaster 
Corps field organizations and to prepare and disseminate training and 
operational doctrine, through appropriate channels; to provide ad- 
ministration, security, operational facilities service, and supply for 
all units organizations and activities stationed at Fort Lee, Va., and 
to maintain Camp Pickett, Va., on a standby basis. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$39.4 million. We estimate it will require $70.7 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $6.3 million in new authorization 
for a signal building, ammunition storage, a station hospital, 2 EM bar- 
racks and supporting facilities and utilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Signal building, $812,000: Signal facilities and operations are pres- 
ently housed in seven mobilization-type buildings which are scattered 
throughout the post. These buildings were constructed in 1941 with 
a 5-year life expectancy. The buildings are potential fire hazards with 
substandard lighting, heating, and ventilation. Four of these build- 
ings will be demolished and three will be retained for other uses in ac- 
cordance with the master plan. 

The present manual telephone system can support only limited addi- 
tional construction without reinforcement. Fort Lee’s immediate re- 
quirement for main-line stations is 1,421. Maximum switchboard at 
ae is 1,520, leaving a balance of only 99 main-line stations for 

uture expansion. 

Ammunition storage magazines, $139,000: This project is required 
for the storage of ammunition in support of training of ROTC, USAR, 
RFA, and TOE units. Ammunition is presently stored in 8 concrete 
blockhouses and 3 earth-covered igloos which were constructed in 1941. 
This existing facility is approximately 3.5 miles from the post rifle 
ranges and does not conform to the established safety criteria. Present 
structures have deteriorated to such a state that water leaks into them, 
causing an unsatisfactory storage condition; a new lightning-protec- 
tion system is required; and the existing fence has deteriorated beyond 
repair. This existing facility is located in the family housing area 
where 576 units are under construction. If the permanent facility is 
not constructed the minimum safety requirements will not be met. 

Hospital (134/200 bed) : Existing medical facilities constructed in 
1941 are inadequate to serve military personnel and their dependents 
at this station and nearby installations. These mobilization type fa- 
cilities consist of 112 buildings spread over an area of approximately 
70 acres and are connected by enclosed corridors which prevents access 
to 22 areas by fire-fighting apparatus. The medical services are widely 
scattered, prohibiting economical use of personnel; the individual 
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wards and clinics are badly deteriorated ; wiring, ventilation, and light- 
ing are substandard for the present operation; and the entire plant is a 
serious fire hazard. The annual maintenance cost of this facility is 
approximately $225,000 and this cost increases each year. After the 
permanent facility is constructed, the existing hospital will be retained 
for mobilization purposes. 

2 EM barracks, 326 man, $1,377,000. 

Battalion mess, $317,000. 

Battalion administration and supply building, $204,000: Proposed 
barracks are required to provide permanent housing for 652 EM now 
occupying 14 temporary mobilization-type barracks (50 men each) 
which were constructed in 1941. Existing barracks have deteriorated 
to the extent that the average annual maintenance totals approxi- 
mately $20,000. In addition, a savings of $50,000 will be reelinad in 
heating (labor and fuel). These barracks have substandard lighting, 
heating, and ventilation, are extreme fire hazards, and are a detriment 
to reenlistment and morale. Construction of these barracks will ne- 
cessitate the demolition of 6 mobilization type barracks, 3 messes, and 
3 administrative buildings. Continued use of the existing substand- 
ard barracks will be necessary if this project is not provided. 

Electrical distribution system (13.2 kilovolts), $156,000: Project is 
required to provide 13.2-kilovolt distribution for the existing and pro- 
posed permanent construction. The project will eliminate one step in 
transformation required for the existing 2.3 kilovolts and will thereby 
effect a savings in the cost of purchased power. It will reduce the 
number of switches and circuits, lines and poles which would be re- 
quired in the expansion of the existing inadequate 2.3-kilovolt system. 
It will also effect a substantial savings of critical materials such as 
copper and aluminum. The existing 2.3-kilovolt system will be un- 
loaded and removed from service as temporary and emergency type 
construction is demolished to provide sites for construction of perma- 
nent facilities. 

Gas distribution system, $92,000: This project is required to extend 
natural gas distribution system to all items in this program; to provide 
fuel for space heating, water heating, and cooking, as applicable. The 
fuels currently in use for most of the post are coal for space heating, 
electricity and bottle gas for cooking, and electricity and oil for water 
heating. The effect, if this item is not provided, will be to require 
either use of coal for space heating and electricity for cooking, or the 
provision of boilers capable of being converted to use either natural 
gas or oil, any or all of which will result in an uneconomical operating 
condition. 

SEATTLE QUARTERMASTER MARKET CENTER 


The next station is the Seattle QM Center. This isa case, sir, where 
we desire to acquire 1.25 acres of land, $40,000. The chairman may 
be familiar with the location there. This land is now leased from the 
Chicago-Milwaukee-St. Paul & Pacific Railroad Co. and while the cur- 
rent lease does not expire until June 30, 1965, we of course own the 
buildings of the QM market center, and we want to acquire this in fee 
so we would not have to continue to lease it. We need the land to sup- 
port the operation of this cold storage plant by providing vehicle 
maneuvering area at the loading docks, parking space for vehicles and 
equipment and access around the building for maintenance crew and 
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- pemeney and protection of the property from trespass and so 
orth. 

Senator Jackson. The Government owns the building, but the land 
is under lease ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, from the railroad company. 

Senator Jackson. In this same connection, there has been consider- 
able discussion about the consideration the Department of Defense is 
giving to combining the Army Transportation Corps, Port of Em- 
barkation Headquarters in Seattle with the Navy facility located at 
pier 51, and I realize this may be out of your province but it is a policy 
question that goes directly to the question of facilities out there, and 
I would appreciate it if you could obtain up-to-date information re- 
garding this proposed merger. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, I will be glad to furnish that. 

Senator Jackson. I don’t know that it affects this. 

General Sauter. It doesn’t affect this. I will be glad to furnish 
that to you. This is Quartermaster. They might get a little meat 
from this place, at the TC terminal, but I don’t think per se that. it has 
much to do with it. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


PROPOSED MERGER OF ARMY-NAVY TERMINAL Faciirigs, SEATTLE, WASH. 


The inactivation of the Seattle Army Terminal and its transfer of operations to 
the Naval Supply Depot, Seattle, Wash., is currently under study. No decision 
on the proposed merger has yet been reached. However, it appears likely that 
a decision will be announced this month (June 1957). 


SHARPE GENERAL DEPOT, CALIF, 


General Suutrr. The next station is Sharpe General Depot, Calif. 
We are asking for $110,000 for 3 line items for this same aviation 
maintenance mission, and there is no deficiency request, so this should 
clean up at Sharpe General Depot on this mission, sir. 

The depot is located at 7 miles north of Stockton, Calif. 

This installation is a distribution depot for key and reserve Quarter- 
master, Engineer, and Transportation supplies. It is a receiving point 
for Engineer, Medical, Quartermaster, and Transportation supplies 
and equipment returned for processing from overseas, and_ posts, 
camps, and stations in the Sixth Army area. It isa field storage point 
for Surgeon General rolling stock. The Engineer and ae ecet aad y 
sections perform a depot maintenance mission. Provides Army avia- 
tion depot support. 

Our iaventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $33.3 million. We estimate it will require $18.2 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
sion mentioned. This year we are asking for $110,000 in new authori- 
zation for additional aviation facilities in support of the TC aviation 
complex. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Aircraft parking aprons, $85,000: The mission of depot supply sup- 
port requires hardstand areas to be provided which will accommodate 
24 aircraft. The area is used for aircraft awaiting processing for 
modification, repair, and/or shipment. Elimination of the item would 
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require parking of the aircraft on unstabilized areas which would in- 
crease maintenance and safety problems due to dust and mud. 

Aviation gasoline storage, $20,000: Facility is required to provide 
storage for fuels drained from aircraft and for storage of fuels to re- 
fuel aircraft upon issue. That requirement makes necessary the 
availability of gasoline storage facilities. If this project is not pro- 
vided, operating would be curtailed because of established safety and 
fire regulations. 

Security fence, $5,000: Security fence is required to enclose hangar 
and parking area which are located outside of existing fence. It is 
required to keep people from the area where aircraft are being repaired 
to avoid accidents and prevent pilferage. The air facilities are being 
located adjacent to a public airport and control of the area will be 
impossible without this fence. 


FORT WORTH GENERAL DEPOT, TEX. 


The next station is Fort Worth General Depot. We are asking for 
$75,000 for two line items, and we are requesting a deficiency of $471,- 
000. ‘This is the station where we missed the furtherest on our hasty 
estimates when we came to Congress last year. 

We got an authorization of $1,285,000, and we are having to ask 
that be raised $471,000 to cover 4 line items that were badly deficient 
in our estimates. 

I can assure you that this usually doesn’t happen if we have the 
proper time to plan these things. 

Senator Jackson. How much time did you have on this? I mean 
on the estimates which I assume are now very rough. You didn’t have 
the chance to do it in the preliminary engineering ¢ 

General Suuxer. We didn’t at all. The military construction Army 
program for authorization had already been submitted to the Depart- 
ment of Defense and in their hands before the mission was established. 

When the mission was established we had to go up to them and try 
to add all these items to the program last year. 

The best_ we could get were estimates, paper studies, which we got 
from the district engineers on a hurried basis. If you will recall, be- 
fore this committee last year and the House Armed Services Commit- 
tee, I had to ask the committee to make a change in the program we 
were presenting. We had a better “fix” on it at that time, but we didn’t 
have as good an estimate as we should have. 

We are making this whole now by coming up forthrightly for the 
right amount. Sir, I admitted to both the committees last year that 
we could not properly estimate these projects. ' 

Senator Jackson. Yes, I see that in the hearings from last year. 

General Suuter. Iam always embarrassed when thishappens. One 
of the difficulties with an annual MCA program is that we can only 
come up to Congress once a year. If something happens in between 
that is hot, it makes it difficult. 

Senator Jackson. These estimates involve items that you don’t deal 
with anyway. 

General Suuter. That’s right. 
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Senator Jackson. They are essentially Air Force items, are they 
not? The Corps of Engineers might for the Air Force, but for the 
most part, they are typical Air Force items. 

General Suvuter. Yes, at New Cumberland here’s what happened. 
I know the committee will understand the situation we got into. Here’s 
what happened. We thought we could site the hangar shop on the 
edge of the Government property right next to the municipal airfield 
there and use the municipal airfield. We can use the municipal air- 
port, but we ran into difficulties with CAA on the safety proposition 
of locating the hangar that close. So we had to resite the hangar, and 
that meant taxiway and apron changes, and additions. So we got 
into a situation that we didn’t have thoroughly planned out which we 
do have planned out now. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

General Suuxer. Fort Worth General Depot is located at Fort 
Worth, Tex. 

This installation receives and stores Quartermaster and Signal 
Corps supplies for issue to installations in the area. Performs depot 
maintenance for Signal Corps general equipment. Conducts training 
in depot supply and maintenance operations for military personnel 
Provides Army aviation depot support. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$14.9 million. We estimate it will require $3.3 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $95,000 in new authorization for 
additional aviation facilities in support of the TC Aviation Depot 
complex. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Aviation gasoline storage, $20,000: This fac ility is a part of the 
proposed depot supply support of Army aircraft by the transporta- 
tion section of the above depot. Aircraft received for storage, repair, 
inspection, or issue are to be drained of fuel. That requirement makes 
necessary the availability of gasoline storage facilities. If this project 
is not provided, operations would be curtailed because of established 
safety and fire regulations. 

Clearance easement, $75,000: The acquisition of land by easement 
to provide safe approach zones beyond the landing runway. The 
approach glide angles to the runway must be protec ted from construc- 
tion of hazards such as powerlines and buildings. If this project is 
not provided the landing of aircraft may be hazardous, 

The next is the Chemical Corps, sir. 


CHEMICAL CORPS 
MISSION 


It is the mission of the Army Chemical Corps, under the direction 
and control of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics, to provide sup- 
port to the Department of Defense (Army, Air Force, and navy in- 
cluding the Marine Corps) in the fields of chemical, biological, and 
radiological (CBR) warfare, including smoke, flame, and inc ne aries, 
and material and equipment. This mission carries with it a responsi- 
bility to assure that the Army achieves a realistic capability for opera- 
tions in both offensive and defensive CBR warfare. 
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FUNCTIONS 


1. The Chemical Corps is responsible for Department of Defense 
wide detailed coordination of research and development testing, pro- 
curement, production, distribution and storage in this field. 

2. Through its research and development operations, the Chemical 
Corps develops, tests, and brings into being the most modern and effec- 
tive CBR weapons and equipment that it is possible to achieve, fitting 
new and changing developments in chemical and biological discoveries 
into military needs and concepts. The corps procures from industry, 
or manufactures in its arsenals, not only the CBR munitions, materials, 
and equipment required by the Army, but also those required by the 
Air Force, Navy, and Marine Corps. It is to be noted that a large pro- 
portion of these types of items cannot be procured from the civilian 
economy due to the hazards and type of materials involved, and must 
be manufactured in Chemical Corps arsenals. 

3. The Chemical Corps is responsible to establish and maintain an 
adequate CBR supply readiness consisting of reserves of material and 
equipment, properly balanced with a ready mobilization production 
base. 

4. The chief chemical officer is the staff adviser to the Secretary of 
the Army, the Chief of Staff, and other Army elements in the fields 
of chemical, biological, and radiological warfare, and also provides ad- 
vice and assistance to the Army, and when called upon, to the Air 


“Force, Navy, Marine Corps, and Federal Civil Defense Agency rela- 


tive to training, equipping and organizing for the employment of, 
and defense against chemical, biological, and radiological warfare. 
The Chemical Corps is charged with the training of CBR specialists 
within the Army. 

5. In carrying out his mission, the chief chemical officer operates re- 
search and envelopment laboratories, providing ground, arsenals and 
manufacturing plants, procurement ie, depots, and schools. 

6. In addition to the above, the chief chemical officer maintains, un- 
der the American-British-Canadian Tripartite Agreement, close liai- 
son with his counterparts in the defense forces of the United Kingdom 
and Canada. 

FORT DETRICK, MD. 


We are requesting two line items, a total of $627,000. One is a secu- 
rity fence around area C and the other is extension of utilities. 

We have a deficiency there, sir, a request of $777,000 under Public 
Law 534, 83d Congress and $73,000 under Public Law 161, 84th Con- 
gress for a total of $850,000. 

As the committee knows Fort Detrick is a highly sensitive situation 
requiring extraordinary security controls. If the mission is not 
known—— 

Senator Jackson. We are in open session. There is no need to men- 
tion. 

General Suvuter. This is security fence and gatehouses to secure this 
new area, sir. 

This installation is engaged in research and development in all 
phases of biological warfare. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$49.7 million. We estimate it will require $41.8 million in the future 
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to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission mem- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $627,000 in new authorization 
for a security fence, area C, and extension of utilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Security fence, area C, $115,000: Area C is comprised of 525 
acres of land on which highly sensitive facilities are being constructed ; 
namely, a biology lab building. Movement of unauthorized persons 
in this area must be controlled if the lab building is to be used. Ap- 
proval of this item now will allow erection of the fence by the time 
the facilities are completed. 

2. Extension of utilities, $512,000: This item will provide two addi- 
tional electrical substations and extension to the water system to sup- 
port operational use of new technical buildings under construction. 
The extensions are required to provide for normal increase in con- 
sumption and a capacity for planned future construction. Additional 
water mains will insure a storage reserve needed to satisfy reported 
fire protection deficiencies. 


DUGWAY PROVING GROUND, UTAH 


The next station is Dugway Proving Ground where we are asking 
for one item $54,000, an enlisted men’s dayroom and a deficiency at 
this station of $362,000 under Public Law 161, 84th Congress, to 
cover four line items. This is a very isolated station, and we have 
no dayroom facilities for the enlisted men, and that is what this proj- 
ect is for. 

Senator Jackson. You have at the present time 610 enlisted men ? 

General Suuter. Sir, the interim figure of 792 would probably be 
closer. The present strength figure—and I promise you this will be 
straightened out next year—is a little over a year old. The interim 
is a projected strength to the end of the present fiscal year which has 
not panned out on the nose, but it is closer to the current strength. 

Mr. BeLiev. From 610 to 792 but something around 792. 

General Suuter. Dugway Proving Ground located 86 miles south- 
west of Salt Lake City, Tooele County, Utah. This installation is 
responsible for research and development, field testing, and evaluation 
of chemical, biological, and radiological warfare items. 

Our inventory of rea] property at this station is presently valued 
at $31 million. We estimate it will require $12.4 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. 

SIGNAL CORPS 


MISSION 


The primary mission of the Signal Corps under the direction of the 
Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics is to provide communication and 
pictorial services for the United States Army Establishment, world- 
wide, and for other components of the Department of Defense as di- 
rected. 

FUNCTIONS 


1, The Signal Corps is responsible for electronic warfare systems 
L I 3 
including electronic countermeasures for the Department of the Army 
involving radar (airborne and ground-based) variable time fuze (ex- 
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cept atomic weapons) navigational aids to inelude radio and radar con- 
trolled drones and deceptive beacons; infrared (except communica- 
tions) and communications counter-countermeasures. 

2. In accordance with Department of the Army policies, the Signal 
Corps produces and maintains intelligence concerning foreign signal 
and electronic research and development, organizations, material, and 
operations except those areas for which the Army Security Agency 
is responsible. The Signal Corps also provides the technical super- 
vision over the collection and exploitation of signal intelligence infor- 
mation in theaters of operations. 

3. Inherent in the pictorial responsibility is the production and dis- 
tribution of motion pictures, television programs, still photographs, 
recordings, and similar material on military training, orientation, edu- 
eation, and miscellaneous subjects. 

4. The Signal Corps develops through its own research and develop- 
ment facilities or through contracts with industry the best possible 
means of communications considering all the Army’s requirements such 
as need for security, mobility, and ease of maintenance. This equip- 
ment consisting of telephones, teletypewriters, radios, and other types 
of wire and electronic communication devices is supplied to the using 
units through a series of depots and supply points in this country and 
overseas. 

5. The Signal Corps is currently operating 11 major field installa- 
tions and activities in the United States, namely, Decatur, Lexington, 
Sacramento, and Tobyhanna Signal Depots; Forts Huachuea and 
Monmouth; Signal Corps Training Center; Fort Gordon, Ga., Army 
Pictorial Center, Long Islend City, N. Y., Alaska Communication 
System, Seattle, Wash., and the Army Signal Supply Agency, Phila- 
delphia, Pa. It also operates the Alaska Communications System 
which furnishes commercial service for Alaska as well as for the 
United States Army. In addition to these major installations and 
activities, the Signal Corps operates a large number of smaller activ i- 
ties and field stations. 

FORT HUACHUCA, ARIZ. 


Mr. BeLrev. This isa new station. 

General Suurer. This station has been permanent about 21% to 3 
years. That is correct. 

This is the only station involved in the Signal Corps, sir. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

General Suuter. The next station is Fort Huachuca located near 
Bisbe in Cochise County, Ariz. This installation is principally an 
Army electronic proving ground performing field tests and related 
research in very specialized fields of electronics. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $27.3 million. We estimate it will require $39.3 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
sion mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.9 million in new an- 
thorization for 2 enlisted men’s barracks, a battalion mess and a bat- 
talion administration and supply building. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. 2 enlisted men’s barracks at an estimated cost of $1,328,000 will 
provide 652 permanent spaces of a requirement of 4,682 spaces. There 
are 1,024 permanent spaces existing. The modified emergency bar- 
racks were constructed in 1942 and had very little maintenance from 
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1945 through 1951 when Fort Huachuca was inactive. They will be 
retained for Nationa] Guard training and for mobilization purposes. 

2. Battalion mess at an estimated cost of $363,000 will provide 
messing facilities for the troops to be housed in the barracks asked 
for in this program. 

3. Battalion administration and supply building at an estimated 
cost. of $245,000 will provide space for administrative and supply 
operations in support of the new barracks. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS 


MISSION 


The Corps of Engineers, a technical service and a combatant arm, 
is the construction agency for the Department of the Army whose 
chief reports to the Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics. The Chief of 
Engineers is the commander of the Corps of Engineers and the senior 
engineer staff officer for the Department of the Army, and as such is 
in charge of the entire military-civil work of the Corps of Engineers. 


FUNCTIONS 


The Chief of Engineers has been assigned functions which are 
grouped into four major areas. 

1. Construction : The Corps is primarily a construction organization. 
For the Nation, under the direction of the Secretary of the Army, it 
handles all civil works activities including the construction, opera, 
tions, and maintenance of river, harbor, and flood-control improve- 
ments. The corps provides engineer service to the Air Force by 
providing engineering, design, and construction support. It handles 
for the Army all engineering design, and construction of Army facili- 
ties except for certain major overseas commands. Staff supervision is 
exercised over operations of utilities and maintenance and repair of 
buildings, utility plants and other real property at all Army instal- 
lations. The corps acquires, manages, and disposes of all real estate 
for the Army, the Air Force, and the Atomic Energy Commission. 
In addition, it provides construction support to other Federal agen- 
cies. For example, the Corps of Engineers has built numerous hos- 
pitals for the Veterans’ Administration. The Corps of Engineers is 
the United States construction agency for the St. Lawrence Seaway 
Corporation. 

2. Military operations: The corps performs functions of a mili- 
tary operations nature. It trains engineer personnel; organizes and 
trains many types of engineer troop units which vary in size from 
brigades, groups, and battalions to many highly specialized teams. 
Engineer basic and special intelligence is provided to the Defense 
Establishment covering such fields as engineer equipment, roads, 
bridges, railroads, ports and harbors, landing beaches, terrain, and 
hydrology. 

The corps develops, procures, produces, and distributes all military 
topographic maps and provides geodesy for the Defense Establish- 
ment. 

Geodesy responsibilities have become of prime importance with the 
rapid advancement and emphasis being placed on ballistic missiles. 
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A large percentage of Corps of Engineers procurement for military 
supply is for commercially designed equipment. 

However, the Corps still has an important role in research and 
development of military engineer equipment and techniques, and in 
the development of equipment in support of the guided missile pro- 
gram. The Corps of Engineers is responsible for determining re- 
quirements, supply control, industrial mobilization planning, procure- 
ment, depot operations, equipment maintenance and rebuild, disposal 
of excesses, and procurement of equipment. 

8. Staff mission: The Chief of Engineers has a technical staff 
responsibility on engineering matters to the Departments of the Army 
and Air Force which is discharged through a worldwide organiza- 
tion. 

4. Combat and combat support: Engineer combat and combat sup- 
port activities contribute to the success of American arms, Engineer 
troop units are trained to provide the major tactical commands with 
specialized military engineering combat support. 


COLD REGIONS LABORATORY, HANOVER, N. H. 


The next item is the Cold Regions Laboratory, Hanover, N. H. 
With the chairman’s permission I would like to ask Mr. Philippe, 
from the Corps of Engineers to come up to the table. He is an expert 
on this project, sir, and he can either answer this in the clear or if the 
chairman wants information in executive session he has that too. 

I would like the opportunity, sir, to get all I can in the record about 
this project, because I think the committee might need that when they 
go on the floor. 

Senator Jackson. Identify yourself for the record. 

Mr. Pmiuirre. I am Mr. Robert R. Philippe from the Research 
and Development Division of the Corps of Engineers. Sir, this 
project is in support of a program the purpose of which is to develop 
engineering methods and techniques to operate particularly in polar 
regions but in all cold regions of the world, That is an engineering 
implication, a construction implication, where we are trying to study 
the physical properties of snow, ice, and frozen ground as a construc- 
tion material, a material of which to build and on which to build. 
It is the sort of thing that we have done in support of the DEW line 
operations, for example, where we controlled operations of C—124 
aircraft on sea ice and supported the entire DEW line operation dur- 
ing the winter without any interruption and accidents due to the 
techniques of knowing the supporting power of ice. We supported 
the sort of thing that is going on in the Antarctic where we have the 
situation of McMurdo Sound where operations of C-124 aircraft 
were held up by an ice runway there needed in support of the South 
Pole station. We were able to bail that situation out successfully. 

Senator Jackson. Then the mission is first in the area of construc- 
tion both permanent and temporary construction in the polar areas? 

Mr. Puiuierr. Principally in the polar areas, yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. It gets colder in North Dakota than it does near 
the pole at times. The entrance to the Yellowstone Park in Montana 
is the coldest place in the United States and colder than some places 
in the polar regions. 
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So it relates to construction both permanent. and temporary facili- 
ties that might have to be utilized in the northern latitudes. 

Mr. Puiriprr. Yes, sir, principally. 

Senator Jackson. Secondly, you deal with equipment, movable and 
immovable equipment, that might be utilized in these cold regions. 

Mr. Puirierr. Generally our responsibilities are not with equip- 
ment. 

Senator Jackson. It is primarily construction. 

Mr. Puitirre. May I add, sir that some of the information that we 
gather on the properties of this material is pertinent to the design of 
equipment. 

Senator Jackson. I understand. The type of facility you can build 
will have a direct relationship to the type of equipment you can handle. 

Mr. Puree. Not only that, but I was thinking for example the 
cutting edge you have on a piece of equipment made to excavate frozen 
ground, this depends on the physical properties of the frozen ground. 
The designs are critical and become important in building such equip- 
ment. 

Senator Jackson. What liaison do you have with other agencies of 
the Government ? 

Mr, Puivivre. We are a facility that has been created by the De- 
partment of Defense delegated to the Army to conduct, and that is 
delegated to the Corps of Engineers. 

Senator Jackson. You act as an agent in your particular field for 
all three services? 

Mr. Putuirre. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. We are not confronted with a possibility that the 
Navy and the Air Force will ask for similar facilities ? 

Mr. Puitirre. The Navy and the Air Force does not conduct such 
operations. 

Senator Jackson. They may not, but they could. 

Mr. Puiuierr. I can’t answer for the future. 

Senator Jackson. You are acting as agent having been designated 
by the Department of Defense through the Department of Army and 
your agent for all the services ? 

Mr. Putuirre. That’s correct. 

Senator Jackson. Insofar as they have a problem that is pertinent 
to what you are capable of doing ? 

Mr. Putiierr. That’s correct. 

Senator Jackson. How about civilian agencies that might be inter- 
ested ? 

Mr. Puiirre. There are no civilian agencies that are operating in 
the area directly of the Government. 

Senator Jackson. I understand that. The CAA might be involved. 

Mr. Puivirre. We have only a general tie with CAA, no designated 
tie. If CAA started to operate in this area, it would be presumed 
that they would gravitate to us because at the present time we have a 
near monopoly of all talents of this sort. 

General Suvier. May I state what agencies will be combined into 
this? That will explain the last statement. The following are pres- 
ent facilities, spread all over, to come together in this permanent lab- 
oratory. The Snow-Ice Permafrost Research Laboratory—— 

Senator Jackson. Where is that located ? 
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Mr. Pumirre. Wilmette, Il. 

General Suuter. The: Arctic Construction and Frost Effects Lab- 
oratory which has been forced to move 3 times in the last 10 years, and 
is in temporary facilities at Murphy General Hospital. 

The United States Army Engineer Arctic Task Force which pro- 
vides logistic support for the Corps of Engineers research and devel- 
opment effort in Greenland. 

Mr. Pututrrr. The task force is in Greenland now, but their head- 
quarters are at Fort Belvoir. 

General SHuter. Dartmouth College will donate the land for this, 
so there is no real estate requirement. 

Senator Jackson. Why did they locate up there? 

Mr. Puiiere. It was a matter of choice. It is a good region as far 
as cold weather is concerned. There is a lot of snow. 

Senator Jackson. What about Alaska? 

Mr. Puiuirrr. That is at one end of our operations. We are prin- 
cipally interested in Greenland. If we went to Alaska we would be 
away from one end of operations. 

Senator Jackson. Where do you conduct your tests as far as perma- 
frost is concerned ? 

Mr. Puttiere. We have tests of permafrost in Fairbanks. We 
have some in Fort Churchill, Manitoba, and some in and around Thule, 
Greenland. 

Senator Jackson. Are these special field setups that you operate or 
will operate from this facility under your control ? 

Mr. Puriuirrr. Yes, sir. These are field setups, field stations of a 
not permanent nature but a temporary one. 

Senator Jackson. What other ones will you have? 

Mr. Puiurere. These are the principal ones and the only ones for 
the time being. 

Senator Jackson. As far as this particular information on perma- 
frost is concerned ? 

Mr. Puitirrr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What exchange arrangements do you have with 
other countries friendly to the United States that have long been 
accustomed to living in this area? 

Mr. Putiere. The principal one, of course, is with Canada, a nat- 
ural one where Canada does not have facilities of this sort, surprising 
as that may be at thistime. They are attempting to build facilities of 
a limited nature which they will pattern after ours, but their interests 
will be principally within Canada itself, accumulating information of 
this general type, but. of necessity their program is very modest and is 
dovetailed completely into our program. 

Senator Jackson. The operational problems other than equipment 
and buildings, and so on, is not within your mission ? 

Mr. Puivirre. We have operational concepts, sir, which we are try- 
ing to promote. Our objectives are quite clear at this moment; that 
is, to encroach on the polar region for operational purposes. 

Greenland, for example, is very attractive in this respect. If we 
could build a line of communications into Greenland, the geographic 
benefits might be of great benefit. 

Senator Jackson. You work in liaison with the people who have to 
give you the criteria or the requirements that they are trying to meet 
within the Department of the Army and the other services. 
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Mr. Puree. Very distinctly, sir. 

General Suuter. Mr: Chairman, could I request him to come up 
close to you and tell you a few things that are classified that have 
bearing on this. It is very short. 

(Classified discussion off the record.) 

Senator Jackson. Do you have anything else that is classified that 
we need now ¢ 

General Suuter. No, sir. 


FORT BELVOIR, VA. 


The next station is Fort Belvoir, Va.; there are 4 line items re- 
quested for a total of $1,654,000. The first three are in support of 
Army aircraft at Davidson Field, which is adjacent: to Fort Belvoir, 
and the last item is a guided missile support building at the Engineer 
School. 

Sir, this particular building is to allow the Corps of Engineers to 
train "civilian and military personnel in the engineer-maintenance 
mission for the Nike sites. 

It not only includes maintenance of buildings and that sort of thing 
but the maintenance of the elevators and generators and other engineer 
type of equipment. This will be the ee lace where the Cor ps of 
Engineer personnel will be trained, and, course, we are talking 
about well over a billion dollars worth of Nike,i investment that this 
would support in training these people properly to carry out the main- 
tenance. 

The mission of this installation is the maintenance and operation of 
engineer field maintenance and engineer troop-supply activities of the 
Engineer Center and Military District of Washington. Training of 
assigned or attached engineer general Reserve units and bulk allot- 
ment troops. Maintenance and operation of the Engineer Service 
Test Unit. To maintain and operate the Engineer “Research and 
Development Laboratories for the purpose of research and develop- 
ment as directed by Chief of Engineers. Provide administration 
and jurisdiction over all Army aviation operations, maintenance, and 
eee for all aviation units and activities assigned, attached or sta- 
tioned at Davison Army Airfield, for aviation service for Department 
of Defense, Department of the Ar my, and the Military District of 
Washington. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$56.8 million. We estimate it will require $54.3 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $1.7 million in new authorization 
for aircraft facilities and a missile tr aining building. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities, $215,000: This item is re- 
quired to provide aircraft-washing facilities and access from the field- 
maintenance parking aprons to the field-maintenance hangar, which 
this item supports. The access apron now in use is that provided for 
a modified emergency-type hangar located across the existing runway 
from the site of the maintenance hangar to be provided by ‘item 259. 
The apron was constructed in 1953, as a troop-training project with 
only temporary use anticipated. The location of the existing y apron 
and aircraft-washing facilities, also across the runway, precludes use 
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in connection with other than the modified emergency hangar for 
which they were provided: For the same reason, rehabilitation is not 
appropriate. If this item is provided, the existing access apron and 
washing facilities will be used in connection with the organizational 
maintenance of fixed-wing aircraft. 

“Aircraft parking apron,” $238,000: This item is required to pro- 
vide parking aprons for the 26 rotary-wing and 30 fixed-wing aircraft 
assigned to Davison Army Airfield, which will normally be awaiting 
field maintenance. The apron now being used for this purpose is 
located on the southerly side of the fixed-wing runway, adjacent to a 
modified emergency-type hangar which is now being used for field 
maintenance. The hangar provided under project 252, which this 
item supports, will be located on the northerly side of the fixed-wing 
runway. The existing parking was constructed in 1953, as a troop- 
training project, with only temporary use anticipated. The existing 

arking located across the runway from the site of the maintenance 
hiceeiais provided by project 252, precludes efficient maintenance and 
creates a hazard owing to the necessity for crossing of the fixed-wing 
runway in moving aircraft from the parking apron to the hangar. 

“Hangar with shops (FM),” $871,000: This item is required to pro- 
vide field maintenance facilities for 26 rotary-wing and 30 fixed-wing 
aircraft. The field maintenance of these aircraft is now being ac- 
complished in a semipermanent-type hangar, located on the southerly 
side of the fixed-wing runway, which contains 23,922 square feet of 
floor area, and was erected by troops in 1954 as a training project. 
The existing hangar is not provided with shops nor an overhead 
crane, which is required to remove motors and rotors, both of which 
are necessary to accomplish the field maintenance of aircraft. The 
existing hangar, owing to floorspace limitations, cannot accommodate 
shop facilities and the structural design is inadequate to support an 
overhead crane. If this item is provided, the existing semipermanent- 
type hanagar, which is now being used for field maintenance, will 
be used for organizational] maintenance of fixed-wing aircraft until 
the time when permanent facilities for that echelon of maintenance 
are provided. 

“Guided missile support building,” $330,000: This item is required 
to support the technical instruction of officers, enlisted men, and 
civilians in connection with the responsibility of the Chief of Engi- 
neers for training of guided missile maintenance personnel. It will 
provide offices for instructors and training staff ; filing and administra- 
tive storage; a room for briefings, conferences, film viewing, and prac- 
tice teaching; storage and issue rooms for training aids to be used in 
multiple purpose classrooms; storage and issue rooms for student 
instruction materials; and a reference library. The requirement for 
this item will not decrease, since the presently authorized staff and 
faculty provides only for the support of Nike-Redstone missile main- 
tenance training at the time of initiation of the training program. 
Staff and faculty members are required to utilize space in the practical 
exercise laboratories and functional classrooms, and training opera- 
tions which are in progress in the laboratories and classrooms, will 
materially affect the accomplishment of their work: As the training 
program is developed, and the staff and faculty increases, they will be 
required to utilize space not in proximity to the training complex,. 
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and the lack of control and reduced efficiency, described above, will 
prevail. Deferment of this item will prolong highly undesirable 
working conditions and inefficient operation of the training program. 
This is not a research and development item. 


GRANITE CITY ENGINEER DEPOT, ILL. 


General Suuuer. The next station is Granite City Engineer Depot, 
IIL, where we are requesting an addition to the central heating plant. 

We are now operating at 184 percent of boiler capacity there, Mr. 
Chairman, even without additional construction, so we are in very 
bad shape on the capacity of the central heating plant. This will 
alleviate that condition. 

Granite City Engineer Depot is located 1144 miles east of Granite 
City, Ill. 

his installation has the mission to receive, store, and issue general 
engineer supplies and to process and pack items for export shipment ; 
to assemble component parts into sets for issue; to perform base 
maintenance on all engineer equipment within this base maintenance 
area (16 States) and from outside the area as directed; to receive 
and store strategic and critical materials; to train military units in 
general engineer supply; to produce technical information essential 
to the accomplishment of adequate maintenance worldwide; and to 
perform technical functions essential to the accomplishment of preser- 
vation, packaging, and packing of engineer equipment. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $20.9 million. We estimate it will require $12.2 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
sion mentioned. This year we are asking for new authorization for 
an addition to the central heating plant, estimated at $765,000. 

Additional steam boilers and ieaeahd steam-distribution lines 
are required to provide the capacity necessary. Existing heating plant 
consists of 3 coal-fired boilers of 305 brake horsepower rating 
for each with a total connected load of 2,255 brake horsepower. These 
boilers are now operating at 184 percent of rated capacity without 
a standby plant resulting in a deficiency of 575 brake horsepower. 
Several buildings requiring heat from the central plant are usually 
cold during extreme inclement weather because of insufficient capacity. 
This deficiency, plus additional heating capacity, reflects a total need 
of 1,780 brake horsepower, or requirement of 2 additional 600 brake 
horsepower (100 percent rating) boilers. The existing building will 
be expanded to provide for the additional capacity. The require- 
ments for the two boilers were based on maximum heating load. The 
additional capacity will eliminate 2 small individual heating plants, 
reduce operating personnel, decrease fue] consumption and mainte- 
nance costs, at an annual savings of approximately $52,000. 


TRANSPORTATION CORPS 
MISSION 


The Transportation Corps, a technical service under the direction 
of the Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics, provides or secures trans- 
portation services for the Army, Navy, and Air Force. 
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FUNCTIONS 


The major functions of the Transportation Corps include planning, 
programing, and technical supervision over the movement of persons 
and things. 

1. The Chief of Transportation has the responsibility for the move- 
ment of persons and things for the Departments of the Army, Navy, 
and Air Force, and other Government agencies, as assigned. 

2. The mission includes: 

(a) The furnishing of transportation engineering services as re- 
quired; the technic: iT supervision over Army transportation move- 
ments, worldwide; and the administration of Department of Defense 
activities pertaining to maneuver and defense-access roads. 

(6) The responsibilities of the Army aviation program, which in- 
clude testing, requirements, budgeting, and logistical support of air- 
craft organic to the Army, as well as ‘the technical staff supervision 
over their maintenance. 

(c) The coordination on research and development, with the Navy 
and Air Force, relative to assigned Army aircraft. 

(d) The operation of the Atlantic, gulf, and Pacific coast Army 
terminals; traffic management; research and development; supply 
und procurement ; maintenance; and the training of persons and units 
in the proficiency of the assigned functions. 

There are four stations involved in this bill: Brooklyn Army Ter- 
minal, N. Y.; Charleston Transportation Corps Depot, S. C.; Fort 
Eustis, Va., and Oakland Army Base, Calif. 


BROOKLYN ARMY TERMINAL, N. Y. 


At the first station, Brooklyn Army Terminal, N. Y., we have one 
line item to replace some of the cargo doors on pier shed No. 2 at 
$1,169,000. These are quite expensive doors, Mr. Chairman; $4,912 
apiece. They are 18 feet by 26 feet in dimension; they are 36 years 
old. They are worn out, distorted, hand operated, cargo doors which 
are hard to operate, time consuming, unsafe, costly to maintain and 
repair, and actually they are obsolete, since we can’t even get the parts 
to repair them today. 

Senator Jackson. How old are they? 

General Suuter. They are 36 years old. 

Senator Jackson. They are 18 feet ? 

General Sauter. 18 by 26 feet. 

Senator Jackson. They cost ? 

General Suuter. The new doors would cost $4,912. They would be 
a modern, electrically operated noncorrosive door. 

Mr. BeLiev. You mean $400,000 ? 

Senator Jackson. There are two doors? 

General Suuter. 238 doors at $4,912 apiece, which gives you 
$1,169,000. We figure this would save us about $200,000 a year in hav- 
ing these in place. 

Senator Jackson. Is this an operation and maintenance expense ? 

General Suuter. Operation and maintenance and efficiency. There 
are 238 doors, I repeat, sir, and that is an increment of the total re- 
quirement. We have 714, counting these 238 that we have to even- 
tually replace. 

93272—57——29 
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Mr. BeLiev. 714 cost $200,000 a year operation and maintenance ? 

General Suuter. No; the savings I have cited here is to this first 
increment. 

Senator Jackson. 238? 

General Suuter. There is a deficiency authorization request at this 
station for $185,000 against Public Law 161, 84th Congress, for 2 line 
items. 

CHARLESTON TRANSPORTATION CORPS DEPOT, 8. C. 


The next station is Charleston Transportation Depot, located near 
Charleston, S. C. This installation is responsible for control of 
Transportation Corps supply items in its own depot stock, plus those 
stored at New Orleans Port of Embarkation. Distributes, worldwide, 
Transportation Corps marine and railroad equipment. Storage point 
for supplies of other Government agencies and for industrial mobiliza- 
tion and mobilization reserve in accordance with long-term plans. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $6.9 million. We estimate it will require $1.1 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission 
mentioned. This year we are asking for $506,000 in new authoriza- 
tion for a stee] sheet bulkhead and backfill for bulkhead. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Sheet stee] bulkhead, at an estimated cost of $270,000: This proj- 
ect is required to prevent surrounding land from sloughing over the 
underwater portion of the marine railway and making it inoperable; 
and also to permit backfilling of surrounding land to an elevation 
above mean high water, thereby reclaiming it for a more satisfactory 
work area. Elimination of this project will permit continued erosion 
of the area, thereby requiring additional backfilling of work area, and 
dredging for the marine railway facilities. 

9. Backfill for bulkhead, at an estimated cost of $36,000: This item 
is required for stabilization of the proposed bulkhead. It is necessary 
to backfill behind the bulkhead slightly higher to provide drainage 
of surface water during rainy weather, preventing a lake of water 
from forming behind the bulkhead. The combination of the two will 
eliminate sloughing of ground area into water, provide drainage of 
surface water, and bring ground level above high tide. This will 
produce a dry working area with no interruptions in vehicle traflic, 
forklift operations, and pedestrian traffic. It will also permit passage 
of land-based fire-fighting apparatus to structures and to vessels in 
wet storage moored alongside the bulkhead and in the finger piers. 


FORT EUSTIS, VA. 


The next station is Fort Eustis, Va. We have a request for 9 line 
items; total, $3,039,000. They are a telephone exchange; communica- 
tion center; training command headquarters; two permanent bar- 
racks, with battalion mess and battalion administration and supply 
building; and enlisted women’s barracks and extension of electrical- 
distribution system and extension of the water distribution system. 

We also have a deficiency, sir, there, of $1,475,000, involving 12 
line items in Public Law 161 of the 84th Congress. 

Are there any particular questions the committee might have on 
these items ? 
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Senator Jackson. These are the headquarters for the Transporta- 
tion Corps? 

General SuuteEr. It is the permanent post of the United States Army 
Transportation Corps for use of the Transportation Training Com- 
mand, and it is the transportation center in the United States. 

Mr. BreLiev. What type of barracks do you now have there? 

General SHuter. On the barracks, these are replacement barracks 
for existing wooden type World War II barracks over 15 years old, 
having substandard heating, ventilation, and so forth. We have a defi- 
ciency here of 3,900 spaces on our permanent barrecks. This is a part 
of the 20-year plan for the permanent plan of the Army to replace 
these wooden barracks with permanent barracks. 

Mr. BeLiev. Fort Eustis is to this corps as Lee is to the Quarter- 
master Corps and Monmouth is to the Signal Corps. 

General Suuter. Yes. We have done extensive studies on main- 
tenance cost, and we figure it costs about 17 cents a square foot to 
maintain these old World War II wooden barracks with people in 
them. The cost for the permanent barracks is around 12 cents a 
square foot, so we are saving that, as far as construction maintenance 
cost is concerned, for every one we replace. 

So, not only morale, but we feel in the long run we will gain on 
the maintenance, and, I repeat, these things can’t last forever. They 
were built for a short life in the first place. 

Fort Eustis is located near Newport News, Warwick County, Va. 
Its specific mission is organization and training of Transportation 
Corps units and individuals of all categories, logistic support of the 
Transportation School, the Transportation Research and Develop- 
ment Command, and the satellite post of Fort Story, Va. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $48.5 million. We estimate it will require $106.5 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
sion mentioned. This year we are asking for $3 million im new author- 
ization for 9 projects, individually justified as follows: 

1. Telephone exchange, $176,000: This will provide a permanent 
telephone exchange to accommodate the current requirement of 3,600 
lines, with capability of expansion to 4,200 lines for future needs. 
The existing exchange, established in a semipermanent building in 
1953, can handle only 1,800 lines. Without a larger exchange there 
will be a decrease in efficiency due to overloaded conditions, with no 
telephone service for many facilities programed for future construc- 
tion. The existing facility will be demolished. 

2. Communications center, $55,000: The post communications cen- 
ter is a member of the Army command and administrative network 
and provides necessary close contact with Office, Chief of Transporta- 
tion, ports and overseas bases. The Fort Eustis cryptographic center 
is the only means, except for registered mail or courier, for receipt and 
dissemination of classified communications. The facilities are oc- 
casionally used by Navy and others. It alsoserves Fort Story. Addi- 
tional responsibilities will soon be placed on the center in relation to 
Transportation Training Command units, making additional space 
and better security control mandatory. The teletype operation and 
cryptographic center are presently in a semipermanent building but 
physically separated. Additional equipment cannot be installed to 
insure continuous operation due to crowded conditions. Only a mini- 
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mum security control can be maintained because of the building con- 
struction type. 

3. Trainmg Command Headquarters, $639,000: A headquarters 
building is urgently needed to house the office of the commanding gen- 
eral and general staff agencies of the Transportation Training Com- 
mand Headquarters. ‘These offices are currently occupying 16 semi- 
permanent buildings scattered throughout the post. This arrange- 
ment necessitates duplication of administrative effort, delay in staff 
coordination, and a lesser degree of unit integrity. Present facilities 
will revert to their original design for use as barracks, unit adminis- 
tration, and support buildings. 

4. 'Two enlisted men’s barracks, $1,329,000: This will provide 652 
permanent spaces of a requirement of 9,904; 6,004 permanent spaces 
are existing or authorized. This item will replace semipermanent 
buildings which are 15 years old with substandard heating and ventila- 
tion. Existing buildings will be demolished. 

5. Enlisted women’s barracks with mess, $245,000: 93 permanent 
spaces are required to provide housing facilities for WAC’s presently 
occupying crowded semipermanent barracks which do not afford sufh- 
cient privacy and are equipped with substandard heating and ventila- 
tion systems. Failure to get this facility will result in increasing 
maintenance costs and will adversely affect discipline, morale, and re- 
enlistments. 

6. Battalion mess, $309,000: This item is required to support the 
barracks in this program. 

. 7. Battalion administration and supply building, $200,000: This is 
required to provide space for administrative and supply operations 
in support of troops to be housed in the barracks requested. 

8. Electrical-distribution system, $31,000: This item will provide a 
system capable of accommodating new construction underway and 
that proposed for the future. It will replace a portion of the present 
system which is substandard. 

9. Water-distribution system, $55,000: This project is required to 
accommodate the water demands necessitated by other facilities cur- 
rently being constructed and proposed future construction. The ex- 
isting system meets the current demand but is not capable of handling 
additional demands. 

OAKLAND ARMY BASE 


The next is Oakland Army Base, Calif., where we are requesting 
1 item, a dispensary, with 8 dental chairs, $602,000. I would like to 
put in the record, to assist the committee, the workload that this sup- 
ports. We have tenant agencies and satellite agencies and installations 
personnel, making a total of 1,896 persons, a monthly average of 200 
to 300 final type physical examinations for separation and 2,500 per 
month for medical processing prior to overseas shipment for the United 
States Army Personnel Center. This is an outshipping station for 
the Pacific. Retired military personnel and their dependents, Re- 
serve Officer Training Corps staff and physical examinations of ROTC 
units, and medical care for 4,118 civilians at nearby Government in- 
stallations and activities. So it does have quite a load, and we are 
asking for this facility, sir, to replace wornout wooden type mobiliza- 
tion buildings that we are now trying to use. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 
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MEDICAL CORPS 
MISSION 


General SHuter. The Army Medical Service, headed by the Sur- 
geon General, who reports to the Deputy Chief of Staff for Logistics, 
furnishes the Army establishment, and, when appropriate, members 
of other uniformed services, medical and dental care, hospitalization, 
evacuation, preventive medicine, veterinary, and other services essen- 
tial to the maintenance of health. 


FUNCTIONS 


1. The Surgeon General advises the Secretary of the Army on mat- 
ters of health, medical care of troops, and utilization of professional 
medical personnel. He establishes physical, mental health, and psy- 
chological standards for personnel entering and remaining in the 
Army. The Surgeon General provides for research and development 
in the field of diagnosis, treatment, and rehabilitation of personnel 
suffering from diseases, wounds, and injuries, and in the prevention 
of disease and injury. 

2. The Army Medical Service provides trained medical personnel 
and units to furnish the soldier medical services wherever he is as- 
signed. The Surgeon General sets standards for the qualification of 
personnel entering the medical service, gives them the training neces- 
sary to meet the professional and military requirements of the Army, 
assigns them and reassigns the officer personnel to stations, units, or 
areas throughout the world. Some medical and dental units, whose 
mission is support of the Army worldwide, are commanded directly 
by the Surgeon General. Others of more limited scope are com- 
manded by area, tactical, or other commands, and only receive super- 
vision from the Surgeon General in medical matters. 

3. The organization and equipment of medical units are based upon 
standards set by the Surgeon General. The Army Medical Service is 
currently the responsible agent for all medical supplies and equipment 
required by the Army. However, certain elements of this respon- 
sibility are being assigned to the single manager for medical materiel 
(Secretary of the Navy) on April 1, 1957. 

4. The objective of the Army Medical Service is to conserve the 
fighting strength by keeping the soldier well, and, when he is disabled, 
to give him early treatment as close to his duty as possible, returning 
him to his post, fit for duty, as quickly as possible. All medical units 
and personnel are in support of this objective, from the medical aid 
man on the battlefield to the Army medical centers in the United 
States. 

5. When available beyond those needed for the soldier, the services 
described are performed for the soldiers’ dependents and, in special sit- 
uations, such as overseas or in remote areas where civilian care is not 
available for certain other personnel who contribute to the Army’s 
mission. Emergency and preventive medical service for civilian em- 
ployees are provided. 

There are two stations involved in this bill: Fitzsimons Army Medi- 
cal Center, Colo., and Walter Reed Medical Center, Washington, D. C. 
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FITZSIMONS ARMY MEDICAL CENTER, COLO. 


The first station is F itzsimons Army Medical Center, Colo.; we are 
asking for 1 item, a nurses’ permanent BOQ, $937,000. The’ present 
building they are in is way below any accept able standards, sir. We 
can only give each nurse 1 room, 9 feet by 11 feet 6 inches and I could 
cite a number of things that are lacking there that they should have. 
It is to be a permanent BOQ for the nurses at this station. 

Senator Jackson. That is to take care of 120; is it ? 

General Suurer. That is to take care of 120 spaces for the nurses of 
this station, out of 220 that we require. 

Senator Jackson. This isa replacement? 

General Suuter. This is a replacement for the building I previously 
described to you. 
~ ie or Army Medical Center is located 8 miles west of Denver, 

olo. 

This installation has the mission of the operation of a medical treat- 
ment facility designated as a specialized treatment center, with spe- 
cialties as designated by the Surgeon General; operates a professional 
teaching program and special research facilities; conducts research 
and training of medical personnel and general Reserve unit as directed 
by the Surgeon General. 


WALTER REED MEDICAL CENTER, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The last item for the Medical Corps is at Walter Reed Medical Cen- 
ter and is an item for a substation electrical system. As you will re- 

member, the Congress previously authorized air conditioning of the 
hospital. 

We have been unable to carry that out until we can get this power 
deficiency alleviated. We have an inadequate power system here to 
meet the requirements, which include the additional load of the air- 
conditioning system. 

Senator Jackson. Did we appropriate the funds?) We authorized 
the air conditioning. 

General Suuter. We have a deficiency authorization at Walter 
Reed of $915,000, which includes the air conditioning, and the reason 
we have a deficiency there primarily is that we have had a change in 
Department of Defense policy since this was authorized which allows 
us to air-condition more space and utilize more air-conditioning equip- 
ment than we could at the time of authorization. 

So we are requesting the deficiency to get enough authorization to do 
the air conditioning properly; and also requesting a new project, 
which not only includes the power for the air conditioning increased 
power requirement, but improvements to straighten out “the entire 
power setup at Walter Reed Hospital. 

This installation operates Medical Center, containing medical treat- 
ment facility designed as specialized treatment center and specialities 
as determined by the Surgeon General; professional teaching pro- 
gram; Walter Reed Army Institute of Research; Army Prosthetic 
Research Laborator y; Central Dental Laboratory; Ocular Injury 
Research Laboratory; other special research programs designated by 
the Surgeon General; and trains medical general Reserve units as 
directed by the Surgeon General. 
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Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $19.3 million. We estimate it will require $14.8 million to the fu- 
ture to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission 
mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.9 million in new authori- 
zation for improvements to the electrical substation and distribution 
system. Existing transformer capacity of 6,400 kilovolt-amperes is 
inadequate to meet present power requir ements. A preliminary tech- 
nical study of electrical power requirements made by an architect- 
engineer reveals that an additional transformer capacity of 13,425 
kilov olt-amperes is needed. This project will correct the deficiencies 
in existing dete ‘ibution system and provide the additional transformer 
capacity. Expansion of existing substation is physically restricted 
by adjacent structures, thereby requiring construction of a new sub- 
station with 13,200-volt station breaker feeders for the main under- 
ground distribution system, which will provide increased loading, con- 
tinuity, and flexibility of the power facilities, and optimum operating 
efficiency with minimum maintenance, inspection, and repair costs. 
Project also includes a complete revision of the electrical distribution 
system to correct existing deficiences; and to provide alternate source 
of commercial power, since existing system is dependent on one source 
only. Accepted planning procedures dictates the practicability and 

economy of providing, at this time, sufficient electric power facilities 
to meet present and foreseeable future demands. Failure to provide 
this project will result in the existing power system being further over- 
loaded, with corresponding increase in hazard potential; and the ne- 
cessity for approved projects to be held in abeyance due to inadequacy 
of existing power facilities. 
Sir, that concludes the technical services. Do you have to go now, 
sir? 

Senator Jackson. No; I can wait until 3. 

General SHuter. We can start now on the Zone of Interior armies, 
First Army area. 

FIRST ARMY AREA 


MISSION 


1. The mission of the commanding General, First Army, a conti- 
nental United States Army command, the area of which is ‘comprised 
of the States of Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Rhode Island, and Vermont, is to: 

(a) Command the 14 installations and 6 subinstallations within the 
Army area, including responsibility for operations, security, training, 
administration, and logistical support of the active Army units and 
activities assigned or attached to the Army. 

(6) Furnish limited administrative and logistical support to the 24 
additional installations and 4 subinstallations commanded by the 
chief of an administrative service or technical service of the Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

(c) Provide for administrative and logistical support to units of 
the Army Antiaircraft Command. 

(d) Be re for organization, administration, training, logis- 
tical support, and recruiting of the Reserve components, which in- 
cludes United States Army ‘Reserve, Reserve Officer Training Corps 
(ROTC), and, within limitations, National Guard. 
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(<) Prepare plans for and conduct operations in internal security, 
military assistance to civilian authorities during emergencies, ground 
defense, mobilization, and other specific missions as directed; such as 
maintaining designated units of the strategic Reserve for rapid deploy- 
ment. 

(7) Be responsible for joint actions with Air Force and Navy rela- 
tive to recruiting, induction, operations, training, and matters of mu- 
tual interest within First Army area. 

2. Factors affecting the scope of First Army’s mission: 

(a) Population: Civilian, active Army, United States Army Re- 
serve, senior division ROTC, and National Guard. 

(6) Major military schools: 

(1) United States Military Academy, (2) the Chaplain School, 
3) United States Army Tesfortiiatien School, (4) Army Security 
Agency School. 

(c) Specialized training and operations: 

(1) Infantry, (2) reception station, (3) Army security 
training. 
FORT DEVENS, MASS. 


The first station is Fort Devens, Mass. Here, sir, we are asking 
for 6 line items that have to do with support of Army aviation sta- 
tioned at that post. A total of 28 aircraft are involved. The remain- 
ing items are a motor repair shop in the regimental area, battalion 
headquarters building, permanent barracks with the supporting messes 
and administration and supply buildings, and a conversion of the 
heating system from coal to gas. The last item is $2,007,000, a total 
request of $6,866,000. 

Senator Jackson. How much of a saving is estimated on the con- 
version from coal to gas? 

General SHutrErR. On the conversion to gas from coal, the estimated 
annual saving in the first 3 years, based on the therm rate, would be 
$609,081 a year, the first 3 years, that would pretty well amortize the 
project. Then after the first 3 years, based on a higher therm rate, 
we would save $420,070 a year. 

Senator Jackson. Is that thermal units? 

_ General Suuter. Yes, sir, B, t. u.’s. It is a new way of expressing 
it. A therm is 100,000 B. t. u. 

Senator Jackson. One therm ? 

General Suter. Yes. So it is a very worthwhile project as far 
as operating economy goes. And the only reason we are asking for 
It Is to Save money. 

Fort Devens is located 35 miles west of Boston, Mass. 

This installation is responsible for the command, training and oper- 
ations, and to provide administrative and logistical support for class 
I and class IT units and activities assigned or attached to Fort Devens, 
and for its subinstallation, Camp Wellfleet. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $46.2 million. We estimate it will require $75 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $6.9 million in new authorization 
for the following projects: 

Two runways and run-up areas (RW), $55,000: This facility is 
necessary to accommodate the 22 aircraft of a light helicopter com- 
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pany which is equipped with 20 light cargo and 2 reconnaissance heli- 


‘copters. The existing fixed-wing runways and taxiways were con- 


structed in 1941 of 6 inches of soil cement base and a surface treatment. 
They are unsuitable for the operations of cargo helicopters. The 
field was evaluated at 10,000 pounds gross plane load in 1944. Con- 
tinued deterioration as a result of severe winters has further decreased 
the supporting capacity. Minimum maintenance has been accom- 

lished. Furthermore, the existing runways cannot be used jointly 

y rotary-wing and fixed-wing aircraft, without creating a hazardous 
air-traflic condition whch must be constantly controlled to avoid col- 
lision. Continued use of the present facilities will keep the collision 
factor high and will quicken the deterioration of existing overloaded 
runways. Present facilities will be retained for fixed-wing aircraft 
operation. 

Taxiways, $154,000: These facilities are required to connect the 
proposed helicopter runways with the parking and maintenance areas. 
They will provide a continued flow of traffic, prevent potential collision 
while taxiing, and allow pilots to leave landing area immediately upon 
landing. The existing runways and taxiways, presently used by both 
rotary-wing and fixed-wing aircraft, were constructed in 1941 of 6 
inches of soil cement base and a surface treatment. The field was 
evaluated at 10,000 pounds gross plane load in 1944. Continued de- 
terioration, due to overloaded condition and as a result of severe win- 
ters, has further decreased the load capacity. Minimum maintenance 
has been accomplished. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities, $128,000: Project is required 
to provide smooth, load-bearing, all-weather aprons for aircraft ac- 
cess to the hangar in this program. The present grassed and gravel 
areas would become soft, muddy, rutted, and dangerous during incle- 
ment weather. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to 
prevent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing 
facilities are needed to clean the 22 aircraft in a light-cargo helicopter 
company for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. The treat- 
ment plant is needed to process affluent from the washing area so as 
to prevent stream pollution. 

Aircraft parking aprons, $110,000: Project is required to provide 
smooth, load-bearing, all-weather parking aprons with tie-down 
anchors needed for efficient cargo-helicopter operations. Treated 
shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent dirt and gravel 
from damaging aircraft engines. Only minor helicopter operations 
are being carried on at the present time. With the addition of a 
light helicopter company having 20 light-cargo and 2 reconnaissance 
helicopters, considerable interference with the fixed-wing operations 
will develop unless the proposed separate facilities are provided for 
helicopter operations. Deferral of this project would require the 
parking of aircraft on runways and taxiways, and would result in in- 
efficient and unsafe flight operations. 

Heliport sighting, $55,000: This facility is required for night 
helicopter operations. Only minor helicopter operations are being 
performed at the present time. With the addition of a aes helicopter 
company, having 20 light cargo and 2 reconnaissance helicopters, this 
facility is urgently needed. Present need is being met by portable 
lights owned by Massachusetts National Guard on one runway, shared 
by rotary and fixed-wing aircraft, during period from April to 
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November. Flares are used during winter months. Present light- 
ing facilities are inadequate, and will not illuminate the proposed 

heliport, Accomplishment of project will prevent the mixing of fixed- 
wine and rotary-wing aircraft during night operations, with increased 
safety and efficiency. 

Hangar with shops (RW), $411,000: The hangar with shops is re- 
quired to provide maintenance facilities for the light helicopter having 
20 light-cargo and 2 reconnaissance helicopters to be stationed at this 
installation. No existing hangar space is available for this unit. The 
lack of hangar with shops wil prevent continuous, effective, and effi- 
cient aircraft maintenance. Lack of hangar space will require that 
maintenance be performed outdoors, even during adverse weather, and 
will result in (a) excessive “deadlining” of cargo helicopters and (d) 
lower maintenance standards, with increased possibility of aircraft 
crashes. Deferral of project will adversely affect the proper operation 
of the light-cargo helicopter company. 

Motor-repair shop, $97,000: This project is to provide adequate 
facilities for performing motor maintenance work which is now being 
accomplished in World War I and II mobilization-type buildings, 
temporary warehouse space, and unheated stables which are in: ade- 
quate for the assigned mission. Existing buildings are poorly heated, 
not weathertight, “and with large doors difficult to open and expensive 
to maintain. They are scheduled for demolition to make room for 
new construction under the master plan. If new facility is not pro- 
vided at this time, motor-maintenance operations will continue in this 
temporary type structure, thereby decreasing production at an in- 
creased maintenance cost. 

Battalion headquarters building, $50,000: This project is to pro- 
vide portion of administrative requirements for troops which will be 
quartered in the new permanent type enlisted men’s barracks recently 
built in accordance with the long range master plan. Present need is 
being met by the utilization of mobilization- type buildings (including 
converted dispensaries and pnesshalls), which are below standard for 
this purpose. The hot-air furnaces are dusty, without humidity con- 
trols; floors are splintered and difficult to keep clean and expensive to 
maintain. Existing buildings will be demolished under the master 
plan. If the proposed item is not provided at this time, the existing 
outmoded building will be used at increased maintenance and repair 
costs. 

Four enlisted men’s barracks (326-man), $2,666,000. 

Two battalion messes, $675,000. 

Two battalion administration and supply buildings, $458,000. 

These projects are required to provide permanent housing for 1,304 
men. The need is now being met by housing of troops in tempor ary 
barracks built in 1941. These barracks are in poor condition and are 
substandard to current housing policy. The walls and ceilings are 
open studding and the floors are splintered; the interiors poorly 
lighted, and not a good incentive to troop morale; some structural 
members are rotten; the ends of the rafters at the eaves are deteri- 
orated. Existing barracks require an expenditure of $30,000 each to 
bring them up to improved standards, and are scheduled ‘for demoli- 
tion and s salvage when permanent barracks are constructed. Elimi- 
nation of project will adversely affect the morale of the troops by the 
continued use of substandard barracks at excessive maintenance costs. 
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Gas transmission main and distribution system, $2,007,000: Con- 
version of fuel to natural-gas purchase from Tennessee Gas Trans- 
mission Co. has been approved after an economic study made by Stone 
& Webster, Inc. At the present, coal is principally being used for 
space heating and water heating, propane gas is used for majority of 
cooking, and some gas purchased from Boston Gas Co. for water heat- 
ing in quarters. It is estimated the proposed project will effect a 
savings in fuel and labor costs of approximately $689,000 per year for 
3 years, due to an exceptional development rate of $0.05329 per therm, 
thus amortizing the initial investment in approximately 3 years. 
After the development period (3 years), cost of gas will be $0.08 per 
therm, which will afford a savings of approximately $420,000 each 
succeeding year thereafter. 


FORT DIX, N. J. 


The next station, sir, is Fort Dix, N. J., 1 project for 3 motor-repair 
shops, $303,000. This project is to provide facilities for repair and 
maintenance of 662 general transport administrative vehicles at this 
station. 

Fort Dix is located near Trenton, N. J., in Burlington and Ocean 
Counties. This installation is responsible for the command and staff 
supervision over all activities and units assigned or attached to Fort 
Dix to conduct basic training of male enlistees and inductees; to train 
certain specialists required ‘by the Army; to provide administrative 
and logistical support for other units, activities, and installations as 
selected, 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$76.6 million. We estimate it will require $54.4 million in the future 
authorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. This year, as I mentioned, we are asking for 
$303,000 in new authorization for 3 motor-repair shops required to pro- 
vide facilities for repair and scheduled maintenance of 662 general 
transport administrative vehicles. The facilities currently being uti- 
lized for this operation are located in widely dispersed temporary 
buildings located approximately a mile from the motor park. Re- 
quested facilities will be erected in existing motor pool. This area is 
ideally located to support permanent barracks of sufficient number to 
house a regimental-sized unit. Centralization of facilities will reduce 
operating costs and improve the efliciency of operation. 


SECOND ARMY 
MISSION 


The mission of the commanding general, Second Army, a continental 
United States Army command, the area of which is comprised of the 
States of Delaware, Kentucky, Maryland, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, and West Virginia is to: 

(a) Command the 14 installations and 2 subinstallations within 
the Army area, including responsibility for operations, security, train- 
ing, administration, and logistical support of the active Army units and 
activities assigned or attached to the Army. 

(6) Furnish limited administrative and logistical support to the 
47 additional installations and 5 subinstallations commanded by the 
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chief of an administrative service or technical service of the Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

(c) Provide for administrative and logistical support to units of the 
Army Antiaircraft Command. 

(dz) Be responsible for organization, administration, training, 
logistical support, and recruiting of the Reserve components, which 
includes United States Army Reserve, Reserve Officer Training Corps 
(ROTC), and, within limitations, National Guard. 

(e) Prepare plans for and conduct operations in internal security, 
military assistance to civilian authorities during emergencies, ground 
defense, mobilization, and other specific missions as directed, such 
as maintaining designated units of the stretegic Reserve for rapid 
deployment. 

(f) Be responsible for joint actions with Air Force and Navy 
relative to recruiting, induction, operations, training, and matters 
of mutual interest within Second Army area. 

2. Factors affecting the scope of Second Army’s mission; 

(a) Population: Civilian, active Army, United States Army 
Reserve, senior division ROTC, and National Guard. 

(6) Major military schools: 

(1) United States Army Intelligence School, (2) United 
States Army Armor School, (3) United States Army Command 
Management School, (4) Army War College. 

(c) Specialized training and operations: Armor and intelligence 

training ; support of DARAH, 


A. P. HILL MILITARY RESERVATION, VA. 


The next station, sir, occurs in Second Army, and this, as I men- 
tioned this morning, is not a permanent station. This is A. P. Hill 
Military Reservation, in Virginia. We are requesting 3 enlisted men’s 
barracks with mess, at $153,000, These are not permanent structures 
but would be semipermanent, one-story, cement-block-type construc- 
tion, wood frame. 

Mr. BeLirev. What do you have there now? 

General Suter. The present barracks, shower, latrine, mess hall, 
and administrative facilities consist of individual temporary single- 
story wood frame asbestos shingle siding, mineral surface roll-roof 
buildings of temporary construction, many of which were originally 
constructed by the Civilian Conservation Corps and moved to the 
present location prior to and during the period 1940 to 1942. So they 
are pretty ratty buildings. 

This installation serves as a maneuver and training area for active 
Army and Reserve units. Provides command, operations, training, 
administration, security, supply, and other services. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $4.2 million. We estimate it will require $164,000 in future author- 
ization to complete the requirement to support the mission mentioned. 


FORT KNOX, KY. 
The next station is Fort Knox, Ky. The first 2 items, sir, are in 


support of Army aviation, to help support the 51 total aircraft in- 
volved at this station. The third item is a medium-tank shop, the 
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fourth is a general-purpose vehicle shop, the fifth is two warehouses in 
the ordnance area, the sixth is the extension of roads and utilities in 
the ordnance shop area, and the last is a highway interchange. 

The total is $4,205,000, and we have a very favorable agreement, sir, 
with the State on the highway interchange such that if we can do it 
with them we can save about five-sixths of what it would cost us if we 
had to do it all ourselves. 

Senator Jackson. What is the need for the aircraft facilities ? 

This is an armored school; isn’t it ? 

General Suvrer. Yes, sir. The Army aviation, sir, is an integral 
part of 7 of the arms and services of which Armor is 1. The others 
are Infantry, Artillery, Engineers, Signal Corps, Medical Corps, and 
Transportation Corps. 

In the tactical training of armored units we have helicopters and 
fixed-wing light Army aircraft, which are worked into the tactical 
missions of those units and actually trained as an integral part of the 
units at the station. 

Mr. BeLiev. These are organic T. O. & E. aircraft? 

General Suvuter. Some of them are, and some assigned to the sta- 
tion ; 26 rotary wing and 25 fixed wing involved. 

Mr. BeLiev. For the school? 

General Suutrr. Yes. 

This installation is principally engaged in armored training. Also 

srovides logistical assistance and protection of the United States gold 
depository. Serves as an Army Reserve and summer training center. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$112 million. We estimate it will require $175.2 million in future 
authorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. For a more detailed justification, this year we are 
asking for $4.2 million in new authorization for 7 projects as follows: 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities, $69,000: The existing apron 
will be extended to allow helicopters to use hangar and washing area. 
Additional washing facilities are required to service a light-cargo heli- 
copter company consisting of 22 aircraft. The existing washing facil- 
ities meet only minimum requirements for light aircraft. A treatment 
plant will be provided to process effiuent from all washing areas so as 
to prevent steam pollution. 

Hangar with shops (RW), $349,000: This item will provide hangar 
and shops for maintenance of 22 aircraft in the light-cargo helicopter 
company to be assigned here. Existing facilities will support pres- 
ently assigned light aviation units only. Deferment of this project 
will delay assignment of this company, and likewise the training pro- 
gram, which will afford experience as to capabilities of this type unit 
in support of armored units. 

Medium-tank shop, $1,843,000: This item will fulfill requirement 
of 67 working bays needed to maintain track-laying-type vehicles 
which are used in connection with armored training. The existing 
shop has 35 bays, and the addition of 32 will permit concentration of 
this specialized repair work in 1 centralized operation, resulting in a 
more efficient organization. Because of lack of repair space there has 
been a backlog of vehicles awaiting repair, resulting in a noticeable re- 
duction in the effectiveness of the training program. 

General-purpose vehicle shop, $1,059,000: This building is required 
to enable performance of ordnance repair work in one area, adjacent 
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to tactical organizations being supported, thereby allowing space being 
utilized now to revert to its original intended purpose of housing Sec- 
ond Army field maintenance activities. The present facilities are 
located approximately 3 miles from the ordnance center, which means 
that vehicles in need of repair have to be moved across station from 
location of using organizations. 

Two warehouses, ordnance area, $391,000: This item will provide 
permanent more accessible warehous facilities for ordnance activities. 
Present facilities consist of a converted shop building and 10 semi- 
permanent, cantonment-type buildings located 3 miles from the ord- 
nance area. If this item is provided, the shop building will revert to 
that purpose and semipermanent buildings will be salvaged. 

Extension of roads, and utilities, $885,000: This item will provide 
utility services and miscellaneous facilities for normal operation of 
the ordnance area being developed. A gasoline station, gatehouse, 
wash rack, and security fence are necessary to serve this area, along 
with sanitary and storm sewers, water service, and roads and parking. 
This item is in support of the last three items mentioned, and without 
it they would be inoperable. 

Highway interchange, $109,000: This item will provide for two 
underpasses, paving, and grading and drainage in support of a project 
to widen U. 8S. 31W from Tip Top through Ft. Knox to Elizabeth- 
town being undertaken by the Kentucky State Highway Department. 
The interchanges will be at Chaffee Avenue and Bullion Boulevard 
and are a part of the master plan, with an estimated cost of approxi- 
mately $750,000. Proposed method provides the same facilities for a 
Government cost of $109,000. This will relieve congested conditions 
and eliminate grade crossings. It will serve traffic to and from the 
station and the 3,028 families who will occupy quarters across the 
highway from station activities. If this item is not provided grade 
crossings cannot be eliminated, and cost of providing same facilities 
in the future would more than double. 


FORT GEORGE G. MEADE, MD. 


The next station is at Fort Meade, Md. The first item is a regimen- 
tal headquarters building. The next 3 items are 2 enlisted men’s per- 
manent barracks with supporting mess and supporting administra- 
tion and supply building. There isa fire and rescue station in support 
of the aviation facilities, and an enlisted men’s service club and 
library, a total for all of the items of $2,652,000. We have 30 Army 
aircraft involved at Fort Meade. 

This is no deficiency. 

Senator Jackson. No deficiency ¢ 

General Suuter. No, sir. . 

This installation serves as headquarters for the Second Army. Pro- 
vides for the command operations, training administration, services 
and supply, and logistical support for National Security Agency, Re- 
serve Officers’ Training Corps, United States Army Reserve, summer 
training, Finance and Accounting Office, 2d AA Regional Command, 
2d Armored Cavalry Regiment, United States Army Signal Air De- 
fense Engineering Agency, Second Army field maintenance, and other 
field-maintenance facilities supporting the Second Army area. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $58.1 million. We estimate it will require $111.8 million in future 
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authorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. For fuller justification this year we are cane for 
$2.7 million in new authorization for construction of the following 6 
items: 

Regimental headquarters building, $164,000: This item will provide 
a ee separate facility for regimental administrative functions 
which are currently housed in barracks buildings, with a resultant loss 
of much needed living space. 

Two enlisted men’s barracks, $1,328,000: This project will provide 
an additional 652 permanent barracks spaces against the total require- 
ment of 9,383—6,464 permanent spaces now exist. The 652 spaces 
will be used by enlisted men presently housed in inadequate mobiliza- 
tion buildings that will be retained on a standby basis for mobilization. 

Battalion mess, $341,000: This item will provide messing facilities 
for troops who will occupy the new barracks spaces. 

Battalion administration and supply building, $230,000: This item 
will provide administrative and supply space in support of troops 
occupying the new barracks. 

Fire and rescue station (Army air facility), $78,000: This item 
is needed to provide maximum protection to the fixed and rotary-. 
wing aircraft which will average 75 landings and takeoffs per day. 
There is only one piece of fire-fighting apparatus, unsheltered near 
the temporary airstrip. No other such facilities exist. The Army 
air facility is under construction, and if this item is not provided 
at this time it must operate without adequate fire and rescue facilities. 

Enlisted men’s service club and library, $511,000: This facility 
will be used by NSA troops who will oceupy recently constructed 
barracks. The new troop area is located approximately 3 miles from 
nearest troop area and service club. 


FORT RITCHIE, MD. 


The next station, sir, is Fort Ritchie, Md, I believe the commit- 
tee knows the mission existing next to Fort Ritchie. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

General Suuter. These are for 2 barracks, 1 for enlisted men and 
1 for enlisted women. The first is $563,000. The second $257,000. 
For a total of $820,000 requested for this project. These house the 
people who support the facility. 

Senator Jackson. Are they replacement items ? 

General Sruner. These, sir, are to replace existing barracks build- 
ings which were constructed during Federal occupancy of the installa- 
tion during World War II. They are wooden-type barracks. 

Actually, during the years of its control under the Maryland Na- 
tional Guard, the barracks were unoccupied and very little maintenance 
done on them. They are not in good condition at all, sir. 


THIRD ARMY 
MISSION 


The mission of the commanding general, Third Army, a continental 
United States Army command, the area of which is comprised of the 
States of Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, and Tennessee is to: 
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(a) Command the 9 installations and 1 subinstallation within the 
Army area, anes responsibility for operations, security, training, 
administration, and logistical support of the active Army units and 
activities assigned or attached to the Army. 

(6) Furnish limited administrative and logistical support to the 
18 additional installations commanded by the chief of an administra- 
tive service or technical service of the Department of the Army. 

(c) Provide for administrative and logistical support to units of 
the Army Antiaircraft Command. 

(d) Be responsible for organization, administration, training, 
logistical support, and recruiting of the Reserve components, which 
includes United States Army Reserve, Reserve Officer Training Corps 
(ROTC), and, within limitations, National Guard. 

(e) Prepare plans for and conduct operations in internal security, 
military assistance to civilian authorities during emergencies, ground 
defense, mobilization, and other specific missions as directed; such as 
maintaining designated units of the strategic Reserve for rapid de- 
ployment. 

(f) Be responsible for joint actions with Air Force and Navy rel- 
ative to recruiting, induction, operations, training, and matters of 
mutual interest within Third Army area. 

2. Factors affecting the scope of Third Army’s mission: 

(a) Population: Civilian, active Army, United States Army Re- 
serve, senior division ROTC, and National Guard. 

(6) Major military schools: 

(1) Womens Army Corps School, 

(2) United States Army Aviation School, 

(3) United States Army Infantry School, 

(4) United States Army Special Warfare Center, 

(5) Chemical Corps School, 

(6) Provost Marshal General’s School, 

(7) Southeastern Signal School, 

(8) United States Army AAA and Tank Training Center. 

(c) Specialized training and operations: Airborne, Infantry, tank, 
aviation, AAA, chemical, signal, WAC, military police, and ranger 
training. 

FORT BENNING, GA. 


The next station is in Third Army, at Fort Benning, Ga. Two fa- 
cilities are requested, 1 in connection with support of Army aircraft 
of which there are 130 involved at Fort Benning. This is a very im- 
portant station in our infantry setup inthe Army. The second item is 
2 hangars with shops for field maintenance, $1,265,000, for a total re- 
quest of $1,583,000 at this station. ; 

Senator Jackson. Army aviation is very important in connection 
with the mission at Benning, I take it ? 

General Suuter. This is a very important spot. 

Senator Jackson. It is the home of the infantry and headquarters 
for all infantry training? 

General Suuter. That is correct. I might state for the benefit of 
the committee, that the Army has a program for Army aviation which 
we would like to get along faster on than we have talked about on our 
20-year permanent construction plan. We would like to get along on 
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it because we have gotten behind on facilities for our Army aircraft, 
both in the unit training, in the advanced training, and the tactical 
training. 

So we are going a little heavy this year in the program. That is the 
reason for it. 

I believe we have a request for about $20 million throughout the 
program in the interest of the Army aviation program. 

This installation is responsible for development of leadership in all 
ranks. Instruction of Infantry officers in standardized techniques and 
tactics. Furnish administrative and logistical support to an Infantry 
division. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$87.6 million. We estimate it will require $178.6 million in future au- 
thorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. To provide fuller justification, this year we are 
asking for $1.6 million in new authorization for aircraft access aprons 
and facilities (FM) and 2 hangars with shop (FM). 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Paved access aprons estimated cost $318,000, are needed to sup- 
port 2 hangars with shops requested in this program for field main- 
tenance of 130 Army aircraft authorized at this station plus additional 
aircraft in the Third Army area. 

2. 2 hangars with shops (FM) estimated cost $1,265,000 are needed 
for field maintenance of 130 Army aircraft authorized at this station 
and additional aircraft in Third Army area. Facility presently util- 
ized is grossly inadequate. 


FORT BRAGG, N. C. 


The next station is Fort Bragg, N. C. These, sir, are four items 
all in support of Army aircraft at this station, a total of $1,051,000. 
The number of aircraft involved here is 121. 

Senator Jackson. The airborne training program ? 

General SHuter. Yes. The 82d Airborne Division is at Fort Bragg. 

Senator Jackson. I take it that all of the support for the 82d Air- 
borne, or any airborne division, as far as their forward movement. 

General Suuter. Lift. 

Senator Jackson. Their lift and practice jump and so on, that is 
all provided for by the Air Force, is it not ? 

General Suuter. Yes; this request has nothing to do with that. 

Senator Jackson. The Army aviation is for support of the Army 
in the field within the combat zone ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, combat tactical mission. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case (presiding). Do you know how your costs for hang- 
ars compare with the cost of the Air Force for comparable hangars ? 

General Suuter. I would like to ask an engineer representative to 
answer that. The question is how do the costs of Army aircraft hang- 
ars, maintenance hangars, compare with the cost of Air Force hangars. 
I would like to state before he gets up here, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Air Force I believe does not have a similar type fixed wing aircraft 
involved to a very great degree. Their planes, as you know, are much 
heavier and bigger. Some of the helicopters might be about the same. 

Mr. Zackxrison. H. B. Zackrison, Chief, Engineering Division, 
Office of Chief of Engineers. These costs we quote here are identical 
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with the Air Force maintenance hangars. There are heavier hangars 
than these which cost more. For the same price of hangars they are 
identical. We price both types of hangars. 

Senator Case. You supply the estimates for the Air Force as well 
as the Army ? 

Mr. Zackrison. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Do you design them in both instances ? 

Mr. Zacxrison. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. All right. 

General Suuter. Fort Bragg is located near Fayetteville, N. C., in 
Cumberland and Hoke Counties. This installation is responsible for 
tactical training of an airborne division, air transportation (helicop- 
ter) units, an airborne corps headquarters and psychological warfare 
and testing of airborne material. 

Our inventory of real preperty at this station is presently valued at 
$76.2 million. We estimate it will require $122.1 million in future 
authorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. For fuller justification, this year we are asking 
for $1.1 million in new authorization for aviation support facilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Aireraft access aprons and facilities (Div Avn) estimated cost 
$94,000, are required to provide all-weather, dust-free, access from the 
aircraft parking apron to both end doors of aircraft hangar for divi- 
sion aviation in this program. 

2. Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW) at an estimated cost 
of $126,000, are required to support hangar with shops in this program 
for maintenance of 22 aircraft assigned to a light cargo helicopter 
company. 

3. Hangar without shops (Div Avn) estimated cost of $450,000, is 
required for organizational maintenance of the 33 fixed-wing and 
rotary-wing aircraft in an airborne division. The existing and funded 
hangar and shop space can provide only for a portion of the authorized 
aircraft. In the absence of sufficient hangar maintenance space, the 
major portion of unit maintenance is carried on in tents or in the 
open, with resulting time loss to the troop training program because 
of maintenance delays due to inclement weather and with possible 
damage to costly deadlined aircraft. 

4. Hangar with shops (RW) estimated at $381,000 is required for 
organizational maintenance of the 20 light cargo helicopters and 2 
reconnaissance helicopters in a light helicopter company. Insufficient 
hangar maintenance space results in time loss to the troop training 
program because of maintenance delays due to inclement weather 
and with possible damage to costly deadlined aircraft. 


FORT CAMPBELL, KY. 


The next station is Fort Campbell, Ky. As the committee knows 
the 101st Airborne Division is there. This is a new aviation complex 
buildup. We have no facilities at all there now for this division air- 
craft. It involves a total of 66 Army aircraft. All the items on this 
list, Mr. Chairman, that make up the $5,117,000 are in support of the 
Army aircraft. And they are a complete complex for both fixed wing 
and rotary wing involved with the 101st Airborne Division. 
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Senator Cass. What was the prior mission at Fort Campbell ? 

General SuuveEr. Fort Campbell, going back a few years, had a 
regimental combat team there and the 10ist Airborne Division. The 
regimental combat team was moved out and the 101st Airborne Divi- 
sion was designated as the first pentomic airborne division to be 
organized, and it is now so aequiiael 

Mr. BeLiev. That was the pilot organization ; was it not? 

General Suuter. That’s right. 

Again, sir, these facilities are priced by the Corps of Engineers who 
build practically all the Air Force facilities for the Air Force and 
design them. 

Senator Case. You have about 17 items here for Fort Campbell. 

General Suuter. Eighteen, sir. 

Senator Case. Eighteen, that includes the site preparation ? 

General Suuter. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Case. Would you say that all of those are essential for an 
operational status ? 

General Suuxer. At this particular station; emphatically yes, sir. 
This division is completely reorganized and ready to go and desper- 
ately needs these facilities in order to properly train. This is one 
station where I particularly am sure that they do need these right away. 

Senator Case. Runways, taxiways, aprons, access aprons, flight con- 
trol tower, lighting systems, hangars ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casg. Does the station at Fort Campbell have its full re- 
quirements in the way of barracks, messes and so forth ? 

General Suvuter. No, sir. We have no permanent station in the 
Army, Mr. Case, that has its full requirement in permanent barracks 
except that Fort Campbell is very close to its full need. The reason 
is because of the change I cited in answer to the Senator’s question. 
When they moved the regimental combat team out there, that puts us 
fairly close to our total requirement. 

So we are probably in better shape at Fort Campbell in permanent 
barracks built and authorized now than any station I can think of. 

Senator Case. I note you have a heliport lighting system. That is 
the first item like that that has come to my attention during the 
hearings. 

That, I assume, is related particularly to the operation of rotary 
wing aircraft at night ? 

General Suuter. That’s right, sir. Helicopters use very short 
runways, and I don’t think it would be safe for fixed wing to land 
on them at all. 

Senator Casr. What is the length of the proper runway for heli- 
copter or rotary wine type aircraft ? 

General SHuter. Sir, the runway is 40 feet by 450 feet. 

Senator Case. In actual operations what would be the requirement ? 
If you were operating in a field in new terrain, would these craft be 
able to land and take off ? 

General Suutrer. Yes, sir, under conditions that require it, they 
could land without any runway, land on the ground and take off again, 
but it is not the thing they like to do in training or under conditions 
other than tactical or emergency. 
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Mr. BeLarv. You really need this extra space for maneuvering in 
training takeoffs and landings, do you not? 

General Suuter. That’s right. They don’t need nearly the space 
of a small fixed-wing aircraft, but they do need this space for safety. 

This installation’s principal mission is basic and technical training 
of airborne division and miscellaneous nondivsion units including 
parachute landing and weapons firing operations. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $80.4 million. We estimate it will require $112.7 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
sion mentioned. To provide the committee with fuller justification, 
this year we are asking for $5.1 million in new authorization for avia- 
tion support facilities. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

Runway and 2 runup areas (FW) at an estimated cost of $263,000, 
are needed to furnish landing and takeoff facilities for fixed-wing air- 
craft. Need is now being met by using Air Force facilities at Camp- 
bell Air Force Base that are closed to A rmy operations and personnel 
at various times; also facilities furnished Army aviation by AF at 
Campbell AFB are insufficient to meet the minimum requirements. 

Two runways and 2 runup areas (RW) at an estimated cost of 
$81,000 are required to furnish separate landing and takeoff facilities 
for ‘approximately 2 ‘argo and utility helicopters. Need is now be- 
ing met by using ‘Air Force facilities at Campbell Air Force Base that 
are closed to Army operations and personnel at various times; also 
facilities Sead ioe Army aviation by AF at Campbell AFB are in- 
sufficient to meet the minimum requirements. 

Taxiways (RW) at an estmated cost of $80,000 are needed to increase 
the utilization of the runway and for efficient control of aircraft traffic 
to and from runway to parking areas. 

Taxiways (FW) at an estimated cost of $203,000 are necessary for 
efficient control of air traffic to and from runway to parking aprons in 
recognized paths. 

Aircraft parking apron (FM), $113,000: Item is required to pro- 
vide parking space for aircraft undergoing field maintenance. Only 
very limited parking space is now available at C ampbell Air Force 
Base. Elimination of item would require parking of aircraft on un- 
stabilized areas, thus increasing maintenance and safety problems due 
to dust, mud, and so forth. 

Aircraft parking apron (FW), $112,000: The proposed aircraft 
parking apron is necessary for parking of aircraft during the loading. 
unloading, and servicing of the aircraft, when ground “vehicles and 
personnel around aircraft would constitute a safety hazard both to 
ground personnel and equipment and to aircraft, pilots, and passen- 
gers in an unpaved area. The parking area with its tie:down anchors, 
is also used to secure aircraft in windy weather which, without tie- 
down facilities, can destroy the aircraft entirely. There are no such 
facilities at Fort Campbell. Army aviation is using very limited park- 
ing area at Campbell Air Force Base and has no tie-down facilities at 
its disposal for sec mae ety ‘aft during a windstorm. 

Aircraft parking areas (RW), $406,000: The proposed helicopter 
parking areas are necessary for parking of aircraft during the load- 
ing, unloading and servicing of the aircraft, when ground vehicles and 
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personnel around aircraft would constitute a safety hazard both to 
ground personnel and equipment and to aircraft, pilots and passengers 
m an unpaved area. The parking areas with tie-down anchors are 
also used to secure aircraft in windy weather which, without tie-down 
facilities, can destroy the aircraft entirely. There are no such facili- 
ties at Fort Campbell. Army aviation is using very limited parking 
area at Campbell Air Force Base and has no tie-down facilities at its 
disposal for securing aircraft during a windstorm. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW), $152,000: Paved ac- 
cess aprons are needed to support the hangar in this program for main- 
tenance of 46 helicopters. These aprons will provide all-weather, dust- 
free access from the aircraft parking areas to both end doors of the 
aircraft hangar. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to 
prevent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing 
facilities are needed to clean the helicopters for maintenance inspec- 
tion and flying efficiency. The treatment plant is needed to process 
effluent from all washing areas so as to prevent stream pollution. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (FM and FW), $247,000: 
Paved access aprons are needed to support hangar with shops for field 
maintenance of approximately 66 aircraft and 1 hangar without shops 
for organizational maintenance of 20 fixed-wing aircraft which are 
assigned to divisional and other units. Both hangars are in this pro- 
gram. ‘The paved aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access 
from the aircraft parking apron to both end doors of the aircraft 
hangars. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent 
dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing facilities 
are needed to clean the aircraft for maintenance inspection and flying 
efficiency. 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing, $60,000: 1 storage tank is 
needed for 80 octane fuel and 2 for 100/130 octane fuel, with dispensing 
outlets. No system is now provided for refueling Army aircraft, and 
without it these aircraft would either be limited in operational range 
or would have to be refueled by long truck haul, a costly and inefficient 
procedure. Three flammable storage buildings are needed to provide 
separate storage of paints, dopes, lacquers, lubricating oil and grease, 
for organizational maintenance of aircraft in helicopter and division 
aviation companies and for field maintenance of all Army aircraft at 
this station. Lack of such facilities would prevent proper servicing 
and maintenance of aircraft. 

Flight control tower, $100,000. The flight control tower houses the 
VHF and UHF transmitter and receiver functions and serves as the 
center of visual control for all flight operations, air to ground commu- 
nications, airfield lighting controls, and other special navigational 
aids. This function is now provided on a limited basis by ge 
Air Force Base. However, Army personnel and aircraft are subject 
to denial of the use of facilities at Campbell Air Force Base at various 
times. Without a control tower, all aircraft operations would be 
hazardous and the amount of traffic would be limited. 

Airfield Lighting System, $115,000. Airfield lighting system is re- 
quired to provide facilities for tactical training missions at night; to 
enable emergency evacuation of injured or ill personnel at night; to 
provide 24-hour landing facilities for official aircraft; and to enable 
aviators to procure night flying time required by Army regulations. 
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An airfield lighting system is presently available on a limited basis at 
Campbell Air Force Base; however, Army personnel and aircraft are 
subject to exclusion from Campbell Air Force Base at various times. 
Failure to provide runway lighting would limit operations to daylight 
hours, thus preventing complete fulfillment of the mission of airborne 
groups. 

Heliport lighting system, $115,000: Heliport lighting system is re- 
quired for night operation of rotary-wing aircraft and during periods 
of low visibility, and to permit tactical night training missions. 
Lighted runways and taxiways are presently available at Campbell 
Air Force Base; however, Campbell Air Force Base would probably 
be closed to Army personnel and aircraft during an emergency. If 
lighting is not provided, helicopter operations would be limited to fair 
weather and daylight hours, and complete tactical training of the ro- 
tary wing group could not be conducted. 

Unit operation building (Div. Avn.), $76,000: Operations building 
is required to house base flight operational center, which furnishes 
weather information, maps, plotting and briefing for pilots and naviga- 
tors, and coordinates scheduling of incoming and outgoing flights. 
No such facility is available and failure to provide it would prevent 
complete and effective implementation of the proposed airfield facili- 
ties. 

Hangar without shops (RW) $441,000: Hangar is required to pro- 
vide for organizational maintenance of 46 helicopters in an airborne 
division and other tables of organization and equipment units at Fort 
Campbell. Such maintenance must be accomplished on a 24-hour basis 
to support the training program. No such facility is presently pro- 
vided, and lack of it would result in maintenance delays and possible 
damage to costly aircraft as a result of such deferred maintenance. 

Two hangars, one with shop (FM) and one without shop (FW), 
$894,000: Hangars are required to provide facilities for field main- 
tenance of 66 authorized aircraft and organizational maintenance of 
20 fixed-wing aircraft. Such maintenance must be accomplished on 
a 24-hour basis to support the training program. No such facilities 
are presently provided, and lack of them would result in maintenance 
delays and possible damage to costly aircraft as a result of such 
deferred maintenance. 

Utilities extensions (airfield-heliport), $517,000: Utilities exten- 
sions to the proposed airfield-heliport are required to provide sufficient 
water supply for drinking and sanitation purposes, buildings and 
equipment; to supply electrical power from the closest source on the 
post to the site of the new airfield-heliport; and to provide access 
roads. No utilities exist at the proposed site and lack of them would 
endanger the health and safety of personnel, prevent proper safe- 
guarding of buildings and equipment from fire damage, and eliminate 
essential light and power and vehicular access for airport operations. 

Site preparation, $1,142,000: This item will provide the necessary 
site preparation for construction of the proposed Army airfield- 
heliport to accommodate 66 authorized aircraft. It will also provide 
the rough grading for all buildings and facilities required for imme- 
diate and future construction. The proposed airfield-heliport will 
be located on the most feasible site near an existing road and as close 
as possible to required utilities, where it will not interfere with oper- 
ations at existing airfields of other agencies in the vicinity. Develop- 











MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 453 


ment of the site will entail extensive grading of rolling terrain, con- 
siderable rock excavation, and drainage. 


FORT RUCKER, ALA. 


The next station is Fort Rucker, Ala. We are asking there, sir, for 
2 items in support of the Army aircraft mission, including the school 
mission. This is our Army aviation school, sir, for advanced training 
for both rotary wing and fixed wing. We are also asking for eight 
permanent barracks “with supporting battalion messes and battalion 
administration and supply buildings for a total of $7,549,000. We 
have no permanent barracks at Fort Rucker at this time. It was 
made a permanent sts ition roughly 2 years or so ago, sir. 

Senator Case. The number of barracks you are asking in the 
battalion messes seem to be more here than you are asking for at most 
places. 

Why did you decide to ask for 8 barracks and 3 battalion messes, 
here ? 

General Suter. Sir, as I stated there are no permanent barracks 
at this station; the deficiency is 6,040 spaces and we would like to get 
Rucker up to most of our stations; that is 40 to 50 percent along on 
permanent barracks. 

It is a permanent station and there is a lot of sand down there. It 
is not an ideal station as far as conditions are concerned. We feel 
we would like to go a little heavy on this station. In addition to this, 
this was high on the priority list from the Third Army. 

Mr. BeLarv. This is your Army aviation center and is relatively 
a new post for that purpose. 

General Suvter. It was made permanent about 2 years ago, and 

was declared the Army aviation center about 214 years ago, prior to 
being designated as permanent. 

Senator “Case. What are you using for barracks now? 

General Suvier. The same World War II wooden barracks that 
were built for a 5-year life back in the 1940's. 

Mr. BeLiev. You said a while ago that your current maintenance 
costs on World War II type barracks ran around 17 cents a square 
foot and you anticipated a cost of $0.12 a square foot on these. 

General SuHuter. About 12 cents a square foot on the permanent 
barracks, and it runs about 17 cents a square foot on the World War 
type mobilization barracks to keep them up to a livable standard 
with men in them. 

Senator Casr. How much does that mean for a barracks ? 

General Suuter. Can we furnish that, sir, because we would have 
to convert the cost perman and the cost per square foot. 

Mr. BeLrev. Do you have any figures on costs for maintaining these 
old World War II type barracks and what it might mean in the way of 
savings if you could do away with the World War II type barracks? 

General Suter. We could get that up to you to show you what 
moneys could be saved by building permanent barr racks to replace the 
number of men that would be living in wooden-type barracks. We 

can show you the number of dollars saved each year due to main- 
tenance costs. Is that what you had in mind? 

Senator Casr. Yes; what is the square footage of a 326 man 
barracks. 
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Mr. Zacxrison. Fifty thousand. 

Senator Case. Five cent saving. 

Mr. Zackrison. $2,500 per year. 

General Suuter. $2,500 per year on each barracks we build. It 
isn’t a staggering sum, but it’s something. 

Fort Rucker is located near Ozark, Ala., in Dale and Coffee Coun- 
ties. This installation’s mission—Army aviation center including 
Army aviation school and supporting units, Continental Army Com- 
mand Board No. 6, transportation aircraft test and support activity ; 
also one regimental coat team with tables of organization and 
equipment units. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $32.4 million. We estimate it will require $67.6 million in future 
authorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. <A full justification is as follows: 

1. Runways, taxiways, and parking aprons (auxiliary field No. 1, 
FW), $517,000: Project will provide partial hardstands required at 
auxiliary field No. 1 for operation, parking and minor maintenance of 
120 fixed-wing aircraft to be based at this field. This will also allevi- 
ate the crowded condition now existing at Ozark Army Airfield. The 
cost of maintenance is greatly increased when dusty areas are used for 
parking aircraft, and provides a potential safety hazard which could 
result in aircraft failure and interruptions to scheduled student train- 
ing. With the crowded condition at Ozark Army Airfield, the more 
student load we can carry at this unit, the safer the training will be. 
All the L-19 aircraft, which the students use most, will be permanently 
stationed and maintained at this field. From this field the student 
flights will be dispatched to the on-and-off post stage fields for daily 
training missions. 

2. Aircraft parking aprons (Ozark AAF), $166,000: This item is 
required to provide additional hardstand for parking and minor 
maintenance of the aircraft stationed at Ozark Army Airfield. This 
will alleviate the condition of having to park aircraft on sod areas 
for tuneups and maintenance. It will greatly reduce the pick up of 
dust and debris so that maintenance will be reduced. This item will 
make it possible for all the aircraft to be packed on standard hard- 
stand parking where tie-down equipment is provided, and in the 
event of high winds all planes can be securely tied down to prevent 
damage. 

3. 8 enlisted men’s barracks with mess (326-man), $5,316,000: This 
project is required to provide an increment of permanent housing for 
enlisted men assigned to this station for peacetime missions. Total 
requirement is 6,040 spaces. There are no permanent barracks at this 
station. 

4. 3 battalion messes, $927,000: This item supports the barracks in 
this program which are a part of the permanent peacetime require- 
ment. 

5. 3 battalion administration and supply buildings, $623,000: This 
item is required to support the barracks in this program, which are a 
part of the permAnent peacetime requirement. 

Senator Casr. Next station ? 
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FORT STEWART, GA, 


General Suuter. The next station is Fort Stewart, Ga. This is 
a case, sir, where the Department of the Army desires to build a bar- 
racks up to close to 100 percent because all the troops at this station 
are living in tents. I know of no other station where that condition 
obtains, That is why we have asked for the four barracks there with 
supporting messes and administration supply buildings to get all 
the people at this permanent station out of tents. 

Mr. BeLrev. What is the mission at Fort Stewart? 

General Suuter. Fort Stewart is the training and logistical sup- 
port of active Army and reserve components of antiaircraft, artillery, 
and armored units within the Third Army area, plus other units that 

may be designated from without the Third Army area. 

It has a very large firing range, large acreage for ground to ground 
firing, as you know, and it is a very valuable station from that point. 

Mr. BeLrev. A good tank gun range ? 

General Suuter. We can fire tanks there, but I don’t believe we can 
fire them to the same maximum range we can at Camp Irwin. 

Mr. BeLrev. Do you fire antiaircraft there too? 

General Suuter. Yes, there is some. 

Mr. BreLiev. This would not be Nike? 

General Suuter. No, no Nike is fired at this place. This, of course, 
has been recently made permanent. It is one of the six permanent 
stations that Senator Stennis referred to this morning. 

Senator Casr. What is the acreage of the real estate at Fort 
Stewart ? 

General Suuter. The acreage there is 280,375 acres owned, and its 
original cost was $4.7 million but that, of course, would be higher if 
acquired now, 

It isa fairly large reservation. 

This installation is responsible for the training and logistical sup- 
port of active army and reserve component units rof AA artillery and 
armored units within the Third Army area, plus other units as may 
be designated from without the Third Army area. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $24.5 million. We estimate it will require $20.3 million in future 
authorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. Fuller justification follows: This year we are 
asking for $3.7 million in new authorization for troop housing. 

Justification for e: ach of these projects is as follows: 

1. 4 enlisted men’s barracks without mess. (326-man), $2,658,000: 
This request will provide 1,304 spaces out of a total requirement of 
1,389. There are no existing permanent barracks at this station. 
This project is required to provide permanent housing for the troops 
assigned to this station. Troops ate presently housed in tent areas, 
which were constructed in 1950, to meet the immediate reactivation 
requirements of the station. Construction of this item will result in 
an average annual savings of $54,000 in maintenance and heating cost, 
and the replacement of ‘184 tent structures and 18 mobilization type 
structures. 
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2. 2 battalion messes, $618,000, and 2 battalion administration and 
supply buildings, estimated at $415,000: These items are required to 
support barracks in this program. 

Senator Stennis (presiding). Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. BeLiev. This finishes Third Army with the exception of the 
one item for Fort Jackson which you want to take up later. 

Senator Stennis. You were not making a request yourself at this 
time ? 

General Suvrer. The Army did not make a request for the addi- 
tional authorization required to build the size hospital that is now 
needed there, if we build it there. 

Senator Srewnis. Let’s take it up special. (See p. 713.) 

General Souter. Fourth Army. 


FOURTH ARMY 
MISSION 


The mission of the commanding general, Fourth Army, a conti- 
nental United States Army command, the area of which is comprised 
of the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and 
Texas is to: 

(a) Command the eight installations within the Army area, in- 
cluding responsibility for operations, security, training, administra- 
tion, and logistical support of the active Army units and activities 
assigned or attached to the Army. 

(6) Furnish limited administrative and logistical support to the 
17 additional installations and 1 subinstallation commanded by the 
chief of an administrative service or technical service of the Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

(c) Provide for administrative and logistical support to units of 
the Army Antiaircraft Command. 

(d) Be responsible for organization, administration, training, 
logistical support and recruiting of the Reserve components which 
includes United States Army Reserve, Reserve Officer Training Corps 
(ROTC) and within limitations, National Guard. 

(e) Prepare plans for and conduct operations in internal security, 
military assistance to civilian authorities during emergencies, ground 
defense, mobilization, and other specific missions as directed ; such as 
maintaining designated units of the strategic reserve for 1 rapid de- 
ployment. 

(7) Be responsible for joint actions with Air Force and Navy rela- 
tive to recruiting, induction, operations, training, and matters of 
mutual interest within Fourth Army area 

Factors affecting the scope of Faurth Ar my’s mission. 

(a2) Population: Civilian, Active Army, United States Army Re- 
serve, Senior Division ROTC, and National Guard. 

(6) Major military schools: 

(1) Artillery and Guided Missile School. 

(2) Antiaircraft Artillery and Guided Missile School. 
(3) Medical Training Center. 

(4) United States Army Aviation School. 
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(c) Specialized training and operations: Artillery, antiaircraft 
artillery, armor, aviation, medical, and special weapons. 


FORT BLISS, TEX. 


The first station in Fourth Army is Fort Bliss, Tex. We are ask- 
ing for $7,704,000 at Fort Bliss. The larger number of the items will 
be located on Met rregor Range. 

Fort Bliss is located adjacent to E] Paso, E] Paso, County, Tex. 

This installation in its mission of antiaircraft artillery and guided 
missile center acts as coordinator between antiaircraft and guided mis- 
sile branch of the Artillery School and 1st Guided Missile Group of 
Continental Army Board No. 4 in study, development, evaluation, and 
teaching of tactical, technical, logistical, and training doctrines and 
programs concerning antiaircraft ; artillery and guided missiles of in- 
terest to ¢ ‘ommander, Continental Army Command. 

Supervision of training of general reserve units. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$61.6 million. We estimate it will require $74.7 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. ‘This year we are asking for $7.7 million in new authorization 
for main post and guided missile training range. 

Justification for each of these projects 1 is as follows: 

oh the main post we are requesting five items. The first item is: 

. Addition to guided missile laboratory and classroom, permanent, 
gross area 27,468 square feet, $549,000. 

This project is required in connection with the increased SAM pro- 
gram and will provide two additional laboratory wings to an existing 
laboratory and classroom building. These w ings will provide the 
necessary traveling cranes with a minimum of 25 feet clearance below 
the hooks. The existing special electrical system will be expanded to 
serve the new laboratory spaces. All construction will be within an 
existing fenced security area. The requested construction will pro- 
vide additional classrooms, thus releasing classrooms now wae as 
offices. 

Existing laboratory facilities are now being utilized on a 16-hour- 
oor day basis and can in no w ay ace -ommodate the increased training 

ad anticipated. Construction will not require the removal of exist- 
ing buildings. Deferment of this project will hamper training mis- 
sion of installation due to absence of proper laboratory facilities ur g- 
ently required on instruction in servicing and operation of newly de- 
veloped missiles. 

2. Sixteen ouided missile laboratory and classroom buildings, semi- 
permanent 7 025 square feet each 112,400 square feet total. Estimated 
total cost of item $1,400,000. The requirement for the laboratory and 
classroom building covers a newly assigned mission in connection with 
the surface to air missile program. No facilities are available cur- 
rently to meet this need. Due to the urgency of the program, pre- 
fabricated structures are requested as they provide the most expedi- 
tious means of obtaining housing. 

The third item is for radar park facilities estimated to cost $1,857,- 
000 consisting of 7 buildings of gross area of 31,800 square feet. 

Project required to provide additional classrooms and maintenance 
space for AAA and GM school to meet anticipated student workloads 
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and consolidate three inadequate and crowded radar parks in one 
location. Proposed radar park classrooms will make scheduling of 
instruction more practical due to close proximity and accessibility of 
equipment and result in saving one half hour per 4-hour instruction 
period a instructor. Proposed radar park and maintenance build- 
‘ane will be equipped with 400-cycle converters (alternators) which 
will release 200 each engine driven 400 cycle a. c. generator sets. An- 
nual cost of depot rebuild : 2d, 3d, and 4th echelon repair ; gasoline 
and oil for each 400 cycle gener: ator averages $3,761 or total of $752.- 
200 per year. Elimination of generators s would enable the school to 
cut 54 maintenance personnel spaces with an average annual saving 
of $116,420. Two of present radar parks will, on completion of re- 
quested project, continue in use as training areas and plans call for 
erection of barracks on site of third radar park. Elimination or post- 
ponement of project will continue crowded and expensive operations. 

The fourth item is for material laboratory gross area 15,023 square 
feet estimated at $268,000. 

The size of the structure is based upon similar requirements for ex- 
isting buildings. Project required to augment laboratory require- 
ments of AAA and GM school in keeping w ith expanded training pro- 
gram of installation. School now utilizes 75 laboratory rooms and has 
a requirement for 91 laboratory rooms. Special requirements for lab- 
oratory buildings include overhead clearance of 25 feet and special 
power installations. Project will provide for essential laboratory in- 
struction in missile components, missile guidance, and missile han- 
dling equipment. Building will be located adjacent to existing build- 

ings of similar desgn. If; project is deferred, training must “be con- 

ducted outdoors where damage to sensitive electronic components may 
result from high winds and dust and sand eae prevalent in this 
area. It will not be necessary to remove or relocate any existing struc- 
ture. The existing buildings can be released son completion of re- 
quested construc tion for use for which they were designed such as vehi- 
cle storage and administration. 

The fifth item for bachelor officers quarters (60-man) gross area 
21,000 square feet estimated at $441,000. 

This project is required to meet the shortage in permanent housing. 
This installation has housing requirement for 1,010 bachelor officers’ 
quarters of which a great number are students. Present need is being 
met by utilization of 63-man barracks which were converted to bache- 
lor officers’ quarters under austerity program. Partitions separating 
the rooms are single thickness of wallboard through which the sound 
of ordinary conversation may be heard throughout the building. Many 
of the student officers are assigned 2 per room of 120 square feet. 
The deferment of this project will require students to live in existing 
converted substandard barracks. 

For the guided missile training range, 16 items: 

(1) The first item is: Training facilities, euided missiles, which is 
an expansion of existing Nike range estimated at $108,000. 

Ths expansion of Nike range is essential to provide facilities for 
existing and anticipated increases in number of firings at this range 
by on-site missile battalions, and also by those units that return to 
Fort Bliss for annual service practice. Special technical requirements 
of using agency have been used in computing these requirements. 
Concrete pads are necessary for emplacement of guided missile equip- 
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ment on permanent or semipermanent basis since this equipment must 
be level and stable during tracking of targets and flight of the missile. 
Launching pads required for use in launching missiles as blast from 
propulsion units would quickly erode launching sites if they are not 
properly protected. The revetment is necessary to meet safety require- 
ments for protection of personnel. One of the major problems in the 
operation of these ranges is the control of sand and dust. The use 
of concrete and asphalt hardstands will alleviate this problem. 

2. The second item is for 4 launching and 8 integrated fire control 
sites estimated at $57 3,000. Justification is found in item 1 above. 

3. The third item is for ordnance missile shop, guided missile train- 
ing, estimated at $321,000. 

The size of the requested facility was computed on experience basis 
with similar facilities existing at Fort Bliss. This project is required 
to provide on-site facilities for adjustment and repairs to guided mis- 
siles, an important function incident to the training mission of this 
installation. ‘The structure will provide protection from the frequent 
severe sandstorms, prevalent in this area, while missiles undergo re- 
pair. To attempt to make adjustment and repairs at Fort Bliss, 26 
miles distant, results in excessive transportation costs and loss of time. 
If this project is eliminated, the cost of training will be materially in- 
creased, as well as requiring an excessive amount of transportation 
between the range and Fort Bliss. 

4. The fourth item is for a motor repair shop, guided missile train- 
ing, gross area 7,200 square feet, estimated at $116,000. 

The size of the requested facility was based upon 24 months’ ex- 
perience with similar structures. This project is required to provide 
facilities for the necessary field maintenance at the range to sustain 
in operation 100 automotive vehicles, 25 stationary, gas-consuming 
pieces of equipment and 48 launchers to support the firing of approxi- 
mately 40 missiles per month. This is an anticipated ordnance repair 
workload of 70 repair requests per week. The cost saving in man- 
power, money and equipment is reflected in the cost of transporting 
70 repair orders a week 26 miles to Fort Bliss. The ordnance equip- 
ment emplaced to operate 12 firing sites represents an expenditure of 
$18,600,000. The down time of this equipment for any length of time 
restricts and delays the training of units firing at this range. These 
units must meet a rigid firing schedule which increases the necessity 
for close on-site ordnance support. 

5. The fifth item is for a generator shop, guided missile training, 
gross area 2,400 square feet, estimated at $62,000. 

The size of the requested facility was computed upon experience 
with similar facilities existing at Fort Bliss. This project is required 
to provide maintenance and repair facilities for a minimum of 96 
generators used at launching sites when commercial power is not avail- 
able, or for training purposes to simulate battle conditions. Protec- 
tion from dust and blowing sand is essential during periods when 
generators undergo repair and adjustment. Failure to furnish ade- 
quate facilities for these functions can easily result in damage to equip- 
ment costing many times the cost of this project. Elimination of this 
project will require continued repair of generator equipment out of 
doors, subject to climatie conditions. 

The sixth item is for a radio controlled aerial target with main- 
tenance and assembly building and radio station estimated at $141,000. 











460 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


The size of the requested facility was computed upon experience 
with similar facilities existing at Red Canyon Nike Range. The main- 
tenance and assembly building is required to provide facilities for the 
assembly, check-out, repair, and rebuilding of at least 120 radio-con- 
trolled aerial targets per month. These targets will be used for Nike 
inissile firings, Nike I missile battalion conversions, and for Nike I 
missile battalion annual service practice. After being shot down, tar- 
gets are disassembled and serviceable parts used to produce additional 
targets. The radio station is required for the in-flight contro] of radio- 
controlled artillery target planes and for coordinating the use of these 
targets by the various launcher stations. The provision of these facili- 
ties will eliminate a round trip of 52 miles to Fort Bliss for servicing 
and rebuilding these targets. If the project is deferred, the cost of 
training will be materially increased and will require additional ve- 
hicles and personnel. 

7. The seventh item is for an engineer field maintenance shop for 
guided missile training, estimated at $77,000, with gross area 3,116 
square feet. 

This project is necessary to provide facilities for engineer mainte- 
nance activities at South MeCiregor Nike firing range. Since this 
‘ange is 26 miles distant from the main post, the use of Fort Bliss per- 
sonnel and equipment would involve excessive travel time, with loss of 
worktime. The provision of the requested facilities would enable 
economy in maintenance costs. Elimination of this project will in- 
crease maintenance costs as well as provide need for travel to base in- 
stallation. 

8. The eighth item is for an ordnance supply and storage building 
for guided missile training, with gross area of 7,200 square feet, esti- 
mated at $85,000. 

The size of the structure was computed to be the minimum required 
based on 24 months’ experience with similar facilities and will provide 
ultimate protection to electronic equipment to retain serviceability and 
security, as well as their protection from high winds with blowing dust 
and sand that are prevalent in this area. Any reduction in the re- 
quested standard will impair the efficiency of the precision type parts 
and assemblies to be stored in the structure. The facilities are to be 
placed in a new area where no buildings exist. Elimination of this 
project will reduce the efficiency of the training program. 

9. The ninth item is for a dispensary for guided missile training 
with a gross area of 3,850 square feet, estimated at $93,000. 

Size of the structure requested is based on allowances prescribed 
with increase in floor area due to isolation of camp. This project is 
required to provide medical facilities for 1,000 men stationed, or in 
training, at South McGregor Nike firing range. The nearest medical 
facilities are located at Fort Bliss approximately 26 miles distant. 
Travel time lost in the utilization of these distant facilities has resulted 
in serious impairment of the important training mission of this in- 
stallation. Elimination of this project will result in the addition of 
ambulance and personnel for the transportation of men to Fort Bliss 
where medical facilities are available. 

10. The tenth item is for 2 battalion headquarters for guided missile 
training with a combined gross area of 4,000 square feet, estimated at 
$67,000. 








\ 


\ 


\ ct we 


ees 








MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 461 


This project is necessary to provide administrative offices in connec- 
tion with battalion organizations in training and is a long-term re- 
quirement. Housing of administrative functions in tentage has proven 
a very unsatisfactory expedient. The frequent high winds with their 
accompanying dust and sand result in damage to equipment and sup- 
plies and produce conditions under which no productive administra- 
tive work can be accomplished. Elimination of this project will cause 
a hardship in accomplishing administrative and storage functions. 
No other buildings are available for this purpose. 

11. The 11th item consists of 6 barracks without mess (80 men 
each) for guided missile training. A total of 480 barracks spaces 
estimated at $465,000 was computed upon allowance authorized and 
is required to house troops in training at South McGregor Nike firing 
range. In addition, this facility is required to provide accommoda- 
tions for annual refresher training and firing practice of troops sta- 
tioned at permanent Nike installations throughout the world. At 
present, it is necessary for troops in training to live in tents, which 
during the frequent dust and sand storms prevalent in this area, con- 
stitute a hardship and results in critically impaired morale. Under 
these climatic conditions tentage is subject to rapid deterioration and 
replacement costs become prohibitive Deferment of this project will 
necessitate the continued quartering of troops in tents, and will seri- 
ously handicap the training mission of this installation. 

12. The 12th item is a bachelor officers quarters for guided mis- 
sile training, 34 spaces, estimated at $104,000. 

This project is necessary to complete the bachelor officers quarters 
requirement at South MeGregor Nike firing range. It is estimated 
that approximately 70 officers will need to be housed at this range. 
The provision of 34 spaces was included in the fiscal year 1957 MCA 
program ; the provision of 34 spaces are needed to satisfy the require- 
ment. Elimination of this project will require the provision of trans- 
portation of personnel from and to Fort Bliss daily, a distance of 52 
miles round trip, or the continued housing of officers in tentage. 

13. The 18th item is a fire station for guided missile training 
with a gross area of 2.515 square feet estimated at $51,000, and is re- 
quired for the shelter of fire-fighting equipment and personnel at the 
Nike missile range camp. ‘The elimination of this project will have 
an adverse effect on the installation should a fire break out as only 
limited fire-fighting facilities will be available in this area. 

14. The 14th item is a recreation building for guided missile train- 
ing with a gross area of 4,000 square feet estimated at $65,000. 

This project is necessary to provide recreational facilities for 1,040- 
enlisted-man Nike range camp. No recreation facilities exist within 
the camp area, the nearest being at Fort Bliss, a distance of approxi- 
mately 26 miles. Elimination of this item will adversely affect the 
general welfare and morale of the troops, with consequent poor assimi- 
I: ee of training and efficiency of operation. 

15. The 15th item, theater with stage estimated at $94,000 for 
4,000 square feet. 

Due to the small size of the camp and its isolation it is considered 
that 1 seat for each 5 persons is necessary. <A stage is also required 
as the facility will be used for classroom and training purposes. This 
project is necessary to provide training and entertainment facilities 
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for this 1,200-man camp. No facilities exist where lectures or train- 
ing films can be presented to large groups of men, nor where purely 
entertainment programs can be presented. There are no nearby towns 
where éntertainment is available. Elimination of this project will 
cause a deterioration of morale and generally reduce the well-being 
of personnel. It will also hamper training of men as training will be 
held out of doors, being subject to interruption by climatic conditions. 

16. The 16th and last item is for electric distribution for guided 
missile training comprising overhead and underground distribution, 
transformers, substations, converters, poles, and vaults estimated at 
$767,000. 

Extension of electric lines is necessary to eliminate use of 48 gasoline 
engine driven generators used in launching Nike guided missiles. The 
maintenance and operation costs of electric generators far exceed cost 
of commercial power. This power is not available at Nike range but 
needs to be extended to individual control and launching points. 
Training of personnel requires operation of electric equipment such 
as radars, electronic checkout and launching equipment for as much 
as 16 hours a day. Installation of commercial power to control and 
launching points would provide more constant power as well as saving 
in personnel required to operate and maintain portable generators. 
The expansion of instruction in the maintenance, servicing, and firing 
of Nike guided missiles in the existing training mission of this installa- 
tion makes this construction a most urgent requirement. 

Mr. Chairman, this one of our most important stations, principally 
because the nerve center of the Nike-Hawk, and ground to air missile 
firing training is done at McGregor range. We are very short on 
facilities at McGregor range. We are just getting started there on 
the construction and the training mission is heavily upon them, sir, 
and they really need these facilities. 

So to split this up, the first five items are at Fort Bliss proper. 

They are: Addition to the guided missile laboratory and classroom, 
16 guided missile laboratory and classroom buildings. These are steel 
prefabricated buildings that we will erect. Radar park facilities. A 
materiel laboratory and one permanent bachelor officers’ quarters. The 
rest of the facilities are all at McGregor range, which is a considerable 
distance from Fort Bliss, about 26 miles from Fort Bliss up to Me- 
Gregor range, so it is a considerable distance from the post. 

There also is a deficiency here, sir, to cover 9 items, of $2,992,000, 
and I have asked Senator Jackson that I be allowed to submit a 27- 
page explanation of all these deficiencies which I am sure will give 
the committee all the data they need to understand why we need the 
additional authorization. (See appendix ITI, p. 776.) 

Senator Stennis. You have covered the whole category of de- 
ficiency ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, by line item, by station, and by law. 

Senator Stennis. Mention it and give the highlights. 

General Suuter. This deficiency at McGregor range is due to in- 
creased costs brought about by the cost index rise as I have mentioned. 
We budget for these things considerably in advance, and when we 
finally get a low bid and are able to award the contract and when we 
have also inserted in there any delay which puts the project on the 
shelf for a year or two years when we are in a rising cost index period, 
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we are really hamstrung, we can’t award it for contract. We are ask-: 


ing for additional authorization to get these projects which we sorely 

— obligated and under construction at McGregor range and Fort 
iss. 

Mew projects are also the same type of projects we are asking for 

this year. 

Senator Stennis. How much increase are you requesting now ? 

: I am trying to get a percentage of step-up that you have experienced 
ere. 

General Suuter. The amount authorized, sir, all in Public Law 
968 of the 84th Congress was $5,301,000. We are asking for an addi- 
tional $2,992,000 involving 9 items in the program. 

Senator STENNIS. You mean the step-up is that much ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; it is due to the cost rise over which we 
have no control, sir, that I mentioned, and it is due to faulty esti- 
mates on items where we budgeted too low. 

Senator Stennts. It was $5,301,000 and 2 million what? 

General Suuter. $2,992,000. 

Senator Stennis. You might say that is 3 million ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is almost 60 percent increase ? 

General Suuter. It is adding a third more on. 

Senator Srennis. No, if you are going to step 5.3 and you’re going 
to add on to that 2.9, that is adding over 50 percent more, 100 percent 
increase. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, that is correct. It becomes a third of the 
new total; that is what I am trying to say. ; 

Senator Stennis. I am surprised at that. This is from late last 
year, too. 

General Suter. There are three things that confront us that give 
us great trouble. 

think we ought to make them known to the committee. 

Senator Stennis. Certainly you can be frank with us, just what- 
ever it is. 

General Suuter. In the first place, and we are for using competi- 
tive bidding, we cannot tell you 2 years ahead what the low bid will 
be. That is a matter of contractors’ bidding. We think we know 
what it should be, but we cannot always be sure 2 years in advance of 
the time the contractors will come in with their bids. 

That is one factor over which we have not too much control. An- 
other is that we, when we go into a new area like McGregor range— 
and remember, sir, this is the first construction that we are talking 
about, in this deficiency—at McGregor range, it is not like a permanent 
station where we have had a master plan in effect for a long time. So 
our estimating is not as good. 

We apologize for that, and we will try to do better. The third thing 
is when we get a cost rise of 4 to 5 percent a year, that is only an 
average. In some places it may be a 2 percent rise and in other places 
6, 7, or 8 percent. 

All those add up in this case, sir to an-honest request on our part to 
allow us to do these by giving us the additional authorization. We 
should have requested some of this total 23 million deficiency last year ; 
I take the responsibility for not coming in and asking Congress for a 
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part of that last year. »So it looks like a large total. If we had come 
in for half of it:last year it wouldn’t look so large. We didn’t. The 
Air Force and the Navy came in for some. 

Senator Stennis. That brings up another question. Do the services 
hold back these increases that they know about? Shouldn’t you notify 
us about those things as they accrue ? 

General SHuter. We couldn’t notify you on this particular one be- 
cause this was authorized last year. 

Senator Stennis. I wasn’t directing my question so much to this. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. On the ones 2 or 3 years ago it was a 
matter of just getting the authority of the higher echelons to allow us 
to do it this year. By my explanation here I don’t want to put my 
finger on someone I shouldn’t. 

We have in the first place a lot less money appropriated than we have 
authorization. We are trying to correct that. Actually we have around 
$380,000,000 of unfunded authorization. 

For instance, last year the Army asked for as much money as we 
did new authorization. We were allowed to come to the Congress 
for $304.6 million new authorization and $193.million new money. We 
had nothing to do with that, but it delays us doing things. Some of 
these delays are beyond our control, sir. 

We regret them, but they are beyond our control. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you don’t average anything like this 50 per- 
cent increase. 

General Sauter. Not very many places we don’t. This is one of 
the worst examples. 

Senator Stennis. Who does this estimating, United States engi- 
neers ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. They are your boys? 

General SHuter. I am a member of them, and we can’t blame them 
for a case where we have a new area and a new mission, and everybody 
is trying to figure out what to do ina hurry. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything special about these buildings? 
Are any of these items unusual ? 

General Suuter. Some are, sir. 

Senator Stennis. New phases of something. 

General Suuter. We have cases of that. We have some complicated 
building in here where after we got them finally designed we woke 
up to the fact that our preliminary plan estimates weren’t as good as 
they should be. We have found out we needed more than we first 
thought. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

General SHuter. We don’t have too many cases of that. 

Senator Stennis. The next item then. 


FORT HOOD, TEX, 


General Suuter. The next station is Fort Hood, located at Kil- 
leen, Tex. This installation is a training post for an armored divi- 
sion with supporting troops and a corps headquarters. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $76.7 million. We estimate it will require $119.4 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
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sion’ mentioned. This year we are asking for $2.4 million in new 
authorization for aircraft facilities, 2 battalion classrooms, a) signal 
field maintenance shop, an engineer field maintenance shop, and a regi- 
mental headquarters building. 

Justification for these is as follows: 2 runways and 2 runup areas, 
$85,000. Proposed runways and engine runup areas are required to 
furnish separate landing and takeoff facilities for approximately 34 
cargo and utility helicopters. There are no helicopter facilities at 
this installation. Corps and armored division organic helicopters 
operate from the temporary pierced steel plank airstrip. Planned 
stationing of a light cargo helicopter company at Fort Hood requires 
provision of separate helicopter facilities. 

Taxiways for rotary wing aircraft, $123,000: Proposed taxiways 
are required for ground movement of helicopters simultaneously with 
landings and takeoffs on the runways for maximum utilization of the 
runways. They are necessary for efficient control of aircraft traffic 
between the runways and parking area in recognized paths. Paved 
taxiways will eliminate the hazard of rocks and trash being sucked 
into the rotor blades which would have to be replaced at a minimum 
cost of $3,000 per set. There are no helicopter facilities at this in- 
stallation. Planned stationing of a light cargo helicopter company 
at Fort Hood requires provision of separate helicopter facilities. 

Next is a project for aircraft parking area, $198,000: Proposed heli- 
copter parking area is necessary for loading, unloading, and servicin 
of aircraft. bere of paved hardstands, when ground vehicles an 
personnel are around the aircraft, would constitute a safety hazard 
to ground personnel and equipment as well as to aircraft, pilots, and 
passengers. Tie-down anchors are required to secure aircraft in windy 
weather and prevent their destruction. There are no helicopter facil- 
ities at this installation. Planned stationing of a light cargo helicopter 
company at Fort Hood requires provision of separate helicopter facil- 
ities. 

The next project is for the provision of aircraft access aprons and 
facilities, estimated at $166,000. Paved access aprons are required 
to eee hangar with shops in this program for maintenance of 22 
aircraft assigned to a light cargo helicopter company. These aprons 
will provide all-weather, dust-free access from the aircraft parking 
area to both end doors of the aircraft hangar. Treated shoulders are 
required around the aprons to prevent dirt and gravel from damaging 
aircraft engines. Washing facilities are needed to clean the helicop- 
ters for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. The treatment 
plant is needed to process effluent from all washing areas so as to pre- 
vent stream pollution. 

Next is an item for aircraft fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
estimated at $22,000. This will provide fuel storage of 20,000 gallons 
for aircraft. Aircraft fuel storage with dispensing outlets is required 
for a light cargo helicopter company. No such facilities are provided, 
and without them the helicopters would either be limited in operational 
range or would have to be refueled by long truck haul, a costly and 
inefficient procedure. Flammable storage building is required to pro- 
vide separate storage of paints, dopes, lacquers, lubricating oil and 
grease, for maintenance of aircraft in the light cargo helicopter com- 
pany to be stationed at Fort Hood. 
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The next item is for a heliport lighting system estimated at $127,- 
000. ‘This heliport lighting system is required for night operation of 
rotary wing aircraft and during periods of low visibility, and to permit 
tactical night training missions. There are no helicopter facilities 
at this installation. ithout lighting, helicopter operations would 
be limited to fair weather and dayli ht hours, and complete tactical 
training of rotary wing aircraft could not be conducted. 

Next is for a hangar with shops, estimated at $387,000. Hangar 
with shops is required to provide for major inspections, engine changes, 
structural repairs, post flight inspections and other maintenance of 
the 22 aircraft in a fight cargo helicopter company, which must be ac- 
complished on a 24-hour basis to support the training program. Ex- 
isting prefabricated metal hangars provide only for maintenance of 
corps and division aircraft on an interim basis. Lack of the proposed 
hangar would result in maintenance delays and possible damage to 
costly deadlined aircraft. 

Next is an item for a fire and rescue station, estimated at $54,000. 
Fire and rescue station is required for fire protection of buildings and — 
equipment at the Army airfield-heliport. ‘The existing building being 
used for this purpose at the present fixed wing airfield has no equip- 
ment, maintenance, or dormitory space. It was constructed by a pri- 
vate bus company as a temporary facility during World War I], re- 
located to the airfield, has served its life expectancy, and will be de- 
molished. If this facility is not provided fire and rescue operations 
will be required to continue from a building that does not contain 
space for maintenance of equipment or quarters and kitchen for fire- 
men. 

The next project is for the utilities extension in support of the heli- 
port estimated at $170,000. Utilities extensions are required to pro- 
vide sufficient water supply for drinking and sanitation purposes and 
for fire protection of buildings and equipment ; to provide gas for heat- 
ing; to provide necessary disposal of sanitary wastes; to supply elec- 
trical power from the closest source; and to provide essential access 
roads. No utilities exist at the proposed site, and lack of them would 
endanger the health and safety of personnel, prevent proper safeguard- 
ing of buildings and equipment from fire damage, and eliminate essen- 
tial light power and vehicular access for heliport operations. 

That concludes the aircraft facilities at Fort Hood. 

The next project is for 2 battalion classrooms estimated at $138,000. 
This project is required to support troops housed in permanent bar- 
racks constructed in new areas without administration and training 
support. Barracks construction has progressed ahead of support 
facilities, thus there are no existing buildings that can be utilized. 
Temporary buildings in adjacent areas are fully utilized in support 
of troops occupying other permanent and temporary barracks. If 
¢liminated or postponed, no classroom facilities will be available to 
meet the command, administrative, and training requirements for 
1,650 enlisted men, on a company and battalion basis. The use of 
training films and like material is precluded due to lack of required 
facilities, severely handicapping the instruction programs and train- 
ing schedules. Subject facilities will support both interim and perma- 
ment requirements, and reduce mobilization construction require- 
ments. 
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The next item is for a signal field maintenance shop. This facility, 
estimated at $138,000, is urgently required for fourth echelon mainte- 
nance responsibilities of a wide variety of signal equipment to support 
an armored division and attached units, supporting units for corps 
headquarters and 58 USAR, ROTC, and National Guard satellites 
within the area of responsibility provided by areal V. Troop strength 
of these civilian component units is estimated at 15,000. Satellite 
equipment populations has doubled due to the impact of the Reserve 
Forces Act and elimination of reserve equipment pools. Total com- 
bined mission includes equipment for above referenced organizations 
of some 85,000 pieces of equipment valued at approximately $50 
million. 

Next, an engineer field maintenance shop, estimated at $599,000. 
This shop is required to support the third and fourth echelon mainte- 
nance of an armored division, an Engineer Construction group and 
other nondivisional units. In addition, maintenance support is ren- 
dered the post engineer, Killeen Base, and Gray Air Force Base. 
The bulk of engineer field maintenance is created by the armored 
division and the engineer group. The engineer field maintenance shop 
supports over 500 pieces of engineer equipment. The present build- 
ing utilized by the field maintenance shop supports over 500 pieces 
of engineer equipment. The present building utilized by the field 
maintenance shop was constructed as a mobilization-type battalion 
shop, and was originally designed for a tank destroyer and vehicular 
shop. Shops now utilized were constructed during 1943 and are 
deemed inadequate. Present temporary shop building will be demol- 
ished to clear site for permanent construction. 

The last item for Fort Hood is an item for a regimental headquarters 
building estimated at $155,000. This project is required to support 
3,300 enlisted personnel housed in permanent barracks in new troop 
areas constructed in fiseal year 1952-55 programs. Barracks construc- 
tion has progressed ahead of support facilities, thus there are no exist- 
ing buildings to house the regimental administrative function in sup- 
port of four battalions. Temporary buildings in adjacent areas are 
fully utilized in support of troops occupying other permanent and 
temporary barracks. 

If this project is eliminated or postponed, no facility will be availa- 
ble to meet the command administrative requirement for one combat 
command, as there are no existing buildings which can be utilized to 
satisfy this requirement. Troops housed in the new barracks areas 
cannot be efficiently, adequately, nor economically administered. 

General Suuter. The first 9 items, Mr. Chairman, are in support 
of the Army aviation program at Fort Hood, involving 115 Army 
aircraft. 

The total request for all the items is $2,263,000. 

There is a deficiency request at Ford Hood, sir, of $1,361,000. The 
original amount authorized was $12,922,000, and the new amount we 
need, sir, is $14,283,000. So you see, there the percentage rise is not 
nearly as bad as at Fort Bliss. 

Are there any questions the committee has on any special items at 
Ford Hood? 

Mr. BeLrev. The aircraft facilities, are they standard? 
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General Suuter. These are standard throughout the program at 
all stations. 

Mr. BeLirev. The type of aircraft you previously described ? 

General Suuter. They are for use of the type of aircraft I pre- 
viously put in the record. 

Senator Stennis. It is not such an expensive proposition with you; 
you do not have that weight? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. Just as an estimate, sir, for 
the benefit of the committee, to build all the facilities for a division 
station for the fixed-wing and rotary-wing aircraft is less than $5 
million, all of the facilities, runways, and everything. So it is a 
considerably different problem than the Air Force has with their 
much heavier aircraft and long runways, and so forth. 

Senator Stennis. I am certain I am not mistaken in the terms, but 
the rotary-wing, that is your helicopter 

General Suuter. Helicopter, yes, sir; that is right. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you said some of your helicopters do a 
square dance down at Fort Benning. Frankly, I thought it was 
rather ridiculous to be doing it, and training for it, but I went out the 
next morning for the demonstration and saw where they come in on 
the battlefield and what they do there. I thought the training was 
fully justified and highly commendable to be able to do this “do-see-do 
and swing your partner.” [Laughter. | 

General Suuter. They are quite a handy aircraft. 

Senator Srennis. I cannot see why they are not used more com- 
mercially. Someone said they were very expensive in the first place. 
They would not carry very many people. 

General SuHuter. The fact they can land almost on a dime, though, 
is valuable, I think. They do not need a long runway. 

Senator Srennis. I was greatly rewarded for going down there. 

All right, Senator Case, do you have anything? 


FORT POLK, LA. 


General Suuter. The next station is Fort Polk, located 8 miles 
southeast of Leesville in Vernon Parish La. 

This installation has a principal mission of training armored units. 
In addition, this is a maneuver headquarters and also supports Louisi- 
ana and Arkansas National Guard summer training. 

Our inventory of real property at this station 1s presently valued 
at $51.1 million. We estimate it will require $150.3 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
sion mentioned. This year we are asking for $7.7 million in new 
authorization. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: The 6,500 
square yards of runways and runup areas, at an estimated cost of 
$85,000, are required to furnish landing and takeoff facilities for 
approximately 34 cargo and utility helicopters. There are no heli- 
copter facilities at this installation. Armored division organic heli- 
copters operate from the temporary airstrip. Planned stationing of 
a light cargo helicopter company at Fort Polk requires provision of 
separate helicopter facilities. 

The 6,700 square yards of taxiways, at an estimated cost of $101,000 
(the next item), are required for ground movement of helicopters 
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simultaneously with landings and takeoffs on the runways for maxi- 
mum utilization of the runways. They are necessary for efficient 
control of aircraft traffic between the runways and parking area in 
recognized paths. Paved taxiways will eliminate the hazard of rocks 
and trash being sucked into the rotor blades, which would have to be 
replaced at a minimum cost of $3,000 per set. There are no helicopter 
facilities at this installation. Planned stationing of a light-cargo 
helicopter company at Fort Polk requires provision of separate heli- 
copter facilities. 

Eighteen thousand three hundred forty-five square yards of aircraft 
access aprons and facilities at an estimated cost of $180,000 are re- 
quired to support hangar with shops in this program for field main- 
tenance of approximately 74 Army aircraft. These aprons will pro- 
vide all-weather, dust-free access from the aircraft parking area to 
both end doors of the aircraft hangar. Treated shoulders are required 
around the aprons to prevent dirt and gravel from damaging the air- 
craft for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. 

Thirteen thonsand six hundred twenty-five square yards of aircraft 
access aprons and facilities, at an estimated cost of $174,000, are re- 
quired to support hangar with shops in this program for maintenance 
of 22 aircraft assigned to a light-cargo helicopter company. ‘These 
aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access from the aircraft 
parking area to both end doors of the aircraft hangar. Treated 
shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent dirt and gravel 
from damaging aircraft engines. Washing facilities are needed to 
clean the helicopters for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. 
The treatment plant is needed to process effluent from all washing 
areas so as to prevent stream pollution. 

Sixteen thousand square yards of helicopter parking area at an esti- 
mated cost of $198,000 is necessary for loading, unloading, and servic- 
ing of aircraft. Lack of paved hardstands, when ground vehicles and 
personnel are around the aircraft, would constitute a safety hazard to 
ground personnel and equipment as well as to aircraft, pilots, and 
passengers. Tie-down anchors are required to secure aircraft in 
windy weather and prevent their destruction. There are no helicopter 
facilities at this installation. Planned stationing of a light-cargo 
helicopter company at Fort Polk requires provision of separate heli- 
copter facilities. 

Twenty thousand gallons of aircraft-fuel storage with dispensing 
outlets at an estimated cost of $22,000 is required for a light-cargo 
helicopter company. No such facilities are provided, and without 
them the helicopters would either be limited in operational range or 
would have to be refueled by long truck haul, a costly and inefficient 
procedure. 

Flammable storage building is required to provide separate storage 
of paints, dopes, lacquers, lubricating oil, and grease for maintenance 
of aircraft in the light-cargo helicopter company to be stationed at 
Fort Polk. 

A heliport lighting system, at an estimated cost of $111,000, is re- 
quired for night operation of rotary-wing aircraft and during periods 
of low visibility, and to permit tactical night-training missions. 
There are no helicopter facilities at this installation. Without light- 
ing, helicopter operations would be limited to fair weather and day- 
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light hours, and sengne tactical training of rotary-wing aircraft 
could not be conducted. 

A hangar with shops, totaling 35,626 square feet, at an estimated 
cost of $593,000, is required, as the nearest Army installation that 
could provide field-maintenance support for this type of equipment is 
the semipermanent Transportation ae field-maintenance shop at 
Fort Hood, Tex., which is approximately 325 road miles, or 270 air 
miles distant. Due to the distance from Fort Polk to Fort Hood, it is 
considered more economical to establish a Transportation Corps field- 
maintenance shop at Fort Polk than to utilize the present facilities at 
Fort Hood. This building is required to support approximately 74 
Army aircraft. Lack of the proposed hangar would result in main- 
tenance delays and possible damage to costly deadlined aircraft. 

Another hangar with shops, totaling 21,266 square feet, at an esti- 
mated cost of $400,000, is required to provide for major inspections, 
engine changes, structural repairs, post flight inspections, and other 
maintenance of the 22 aircraft in a light-cargo helicopter company 
which must be accomplished on a 24-hour basis to support the train- 
ing prograin. No such facility is presently provided. — 

tilities extensions to the site of the proposed heliport, at an esti- 
mated cost of $107,000, are required to provide sufficient water supply 
for drinking and sanitation purposes and for fire protection of build- 
ings and equipment; to provide gas for heating; to provide necessary 
disposal of sanitary wastes; to supply electrical power from the clos- 
est source; and to provide essential access roads. No utilities exist at 
the proposed site, and lack of them would endanger the health and 
safety of personnel, prevent proper safeguarding of buildings and 
equipment from fire damage, and eliminate essential light, power, 
and vehicular access for heliport operations. 

Four battalion tank shops and facilities for 2 motor parks, at an 
estimated eost of $460,000, are required, as at the present time tank 
battalions are sharing shop facilities which were originally designed 
and constructed for what now is an obsolete armored regiment. This 
shop space is inadequate for a single modern tank battalion in that 
the M48 tank will not fit in the shop. Use of these facilities is a 
deterrent to the continuous, extensive, and extremely important 
maintenance program, required of a tank organization. Present 
facilities are of semipermanent construction and inadequate for main- 
tenance of present type armored vehicles. Present facilities will con- 
tinue in use by troops now assigned to North Fort Polk because of lack 
of shop facilities. If this facility is not constructed at this time, 
maintenance of armored equipment will be adversely affected. Fail- 
ure to provide adequate shop space will cause a continuing hardship 
and materially affect the readiness of the armored division. The con- 
struction of this item will allow North Fort Polk to become completely 
inactivated, resulting in a monetary savings to the Government. 

Thirty-seven thousand and eight hundred square yards of hard- 
stands for 2 battalion motor parks, at an estimated cost of $353,000, are 
required, as this post, in its original construction, did not include suffi- 
cient motor park space, including hardstand to adequately accommo- 
date an armored division. This construction of two additional bat- 
talion motor pools is necessary to meet requirements of heavy tank 
battalion, and the added mission of post motor and engineer field 
maintenance shop motor pool. At present, we are sharing, inade- 
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quately, the facilities of a doubled-up basis, in the existing motor park, 
creating an inefficient operation with no unit security whatsoever. 
Failure to provide adequate hardstand for parking of vehicles will 
cause a continuing hardship and materially affect the readiness of the 
armored division. 

Five barracks for enlisted men (326-man size), at an estimated cost 
of $3,384,000, are required to conform with master plan of this in- 
stallation. This group is part of the first increment of construction 
proposed for the long-range master plan. Existing facilities are 
mobilization-type barracks constructed in 1941 and 1942, were designed 
for emergency occupation, and will be retained for mobilization use. 
Elimination of this project will require the continued use of present 
barracks and will delay this post in implementing the permanent bar- 
racks construction program. 

Two battalion messes, totaling 23,320 square feet at an estimated 
$666,000, are required to support the barracks in this program, which 
are a part of the permanent construction plan. 

Two battalion administration and supply buildings, totaling 26,250 
square feet at an estimated cost of $430,000, are required to support 
barracks in this program which are a part of the permanent peacetime 
construction. 

A bachelor officers quarters (60-man), at an estimated cost of $470,- 
000, is required, as there are no permanent bachelor officers quarters 
at this installation. This is the first increment of construction to con- 
form with the master plan for a long-range replacement program. 

{xisting facilities are 2-story buildings of the mobilization type con- 

structed in 1941, 38 rooms per building; washing and toilet facilities 
are all on the first floor, and will be retained for mobilization use. 
Failure to provide permanent peacetime quarters for bachelor officers 
will cause a continuing hardship on unmarried officers, the majority 
of which are young officers in their first tour of duty. 

As the committee knows, this was 1 of the 6 new permanent sta- 
tions. This is where we moved an armored division from Fort 
Hood because of access to a large maneuver area we are able to use 
at Fort Polk. 

There is a total here, sir, request of $7,734,000. Ten of the items 
are in support of Army aviation. There are no facilities at Polk 
for support of Army aviation now, and this is a new complex for 
support of both rotary-wing and fixed-wing aviation, 74 total air- 
craft. 

Again, these aviation facilities are standard, the same as through- 
out the program at other stations. 

Senator Stennis. How many men do yeu have living in Fort Polk 
barracks ; how many men do you have now? 

General Suuter. The strength at Fort Polk, sir, as I remarked be- 
fore, the interim column is more close to the current strength—is 
11,880 enlisted men, 1,319 officers, and 1,584 civilians, a total of 14,783. 
The planned long-range strength is a little higher than that. 

Senator Stennis. Just give atotal. I see it here. 

General Suuter. I want to make one remark for the benefit of the 
committee, and that is, in a case where the present strength is less than 
the long-range permanent Army strength, we build to the lower 
strength only. We would never build anything for anticipated fu- 
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ture people to come in. That is one of our safety rules on construc- 
tion. 

Mr. BeLarv. Is this true on your family housing, too, that you only 
use title VIII at permanent stations; is that true? 

General Suuter. Only title VIII at permanent stations? I 
thought the question was not building above the lower strength, 
whether it would be permanent or temporary. But I think you have 
asked, do we build title VIII only at permanent stations. 

Colonel Sympox. I am Col. Paul Symbol, Chief of the Family 
Housing Division, Department of the Army. 

The family housing is the same as other construction. We build 
at the lower of the two figures, and we count the Wherry housing as 
an asset on post to determine the requirement. 

Mr. BeLiev. So all permanent construction, including family 
housing, you are building toward peacetime rather than current 
strengths ? 

General SHuter. Only where the peacetime strength is lower than 
the current strength. We build to the lesser figure of the two. 

For instance, if we have 20,000 people at a station, and your long- 
range permanent strength calls for 15,000, we would not build per- 
manent construction above that 15,000. We would build modified 
emergency or less for the remaining, because it wold not be right to 
put permanent construction in the ground except for long-range 
strength. 

Senator Case. What kind of barracks are they now using at Fort 
Polk? 

General Suuter. They are the same World War II wooden bar- 
racks that were built for from a 3- to 5-year life. 

Senator Case. I notice the justification statement says the existing 
facilities are mobilization type, and so forth, and will be retained for 
mobilization use. 

General Sauter. That is right, sir, because, in the case of mobiliza- 
tion, we would have many more people at Fort Polk than we would 
have either now or under the permanent long-range Army. So we 
would need to retain the wovden barracks as long as we can, doing 
minimum maintenance, in case of a mobilization. 

Senator Casr. Do you know whether these buildings have inside 
toilets ? 

General SuHuter. Oh, yes. They have a consolidated, one-room in- 
side toilet, with showers and toilets, metal-covered showers, you know, 
the old tin-covered shower. 

Senator Case. Do you have any modern barracks at Fort Polk? 

General Sruter. We have 378 barracks spaces to be retained, and 
permanent—Colonel Gould, do you happen to know where those came 
from ? 

The reason I am asking Colonel Gould a question, sir, is we have 
not programed permanent barracks for Fort Polk as a permanent sta- 
tion. They must have been built some time back and were classi- 
fied—General Barney, do you know whether there were any permanent 
barracks built some time ago ? 

General Barney. Keith R. Barney, Director of Installations, 
Deputy Chief of Staff (Logistics) for the Army. 

Except for the figure I have seen there, I would have said without 
the slightest hesitation there were no permanent barracks at Fort 
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Polk. I wonder if the figure is in error. It is a typical World War II 
station, and built at the time of World War II, and there never has 
been anything built there since, Mr. Chairman. , 

General Suuter. What I am thinking about, as an example which 
I know very well, at Fort Huachuca there is construction that was 
built, believe it or not, in 1890, 1895, around there, out of adobe and 
other materials, which is still standing, still occupied, and by some 
degree of definition is classed as permanent rather than something 
else. 

I know Fort Polk was not permanent prior to my arrival on this 
job, and we have not had Fort Polk in this program before for perma- 
nent construction, so it must be something like that. 

Whatever it is, it is only 378 spaces out of 10,801 required. 

Senator Casr. It is the largest single item, though; it is practically 
half of your request. 

General Suvuter. You mean at Fort Polk, sir? 

Senator Case. Yes. 

General Suvter. Yes, sir; it is a large item. And, again, sir, I 
would reiterate that we must follow here in the Pentagon the priority 
listings of tae Army commanders who put together all the post re- 
quirements in their area, and try to aline them in priority in accordance 
with their mission and requirements. 

If we in the Pentagon upset these priorities to a major degree, we 
would be in trouble. We must stick fairly close in the Pentagon, in 
reviewing this, to those priorities. 

That does not mean we do not knock out an item that is high priority 
if we do not think it is justified, but we stick to the priority listings 
in order to give the commanders in the field the items they think they 
need next. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Anything further ? 

General Snuter. Sir, the next command is Fifth Army. 


FIFTH ARMY 
MISSION 


1. The mission of the commanding general, Fifth Army, a conti- 
nental United States Army command, the area of which is comprised 
of the States of Colorado, Hlinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, Wis- 
consin, and Wyoming, is to: 

(2) Command the 16 installations and 1 subinstallation within the 
Army area, including responsibility for operations, security, training, 
administration, and logistical support of the active Army units and 
activities assigned or attached to the Army. 

(6) Furnish limited administrative and logistical support to the 41 
additional installations and 7 subinstallations commanded by the 
chief of an administrative service or technical service of the Depart- 
ment of the Army. 

(c) Provide for administrative and logistical support to units of 
the Army Antiaircraft Command. 

(d) Be responsible for organization, administration, training, lo- 
gistical support, and recruiting of the Reserve components, which 








474 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


includes United States Army Reserve, Reserve Officer Training Corps 
(ROTC), and, within limitations, National Guard. 

(e) Prepare plans for and conduct operations in internal security, 
military assistance to civilian authorities during emergencies, ground 
defense, mobilization, and other specific missions as directed, such 
as maintained designated units of the strategic Reserve for rapid 
deployment. 

(7) Be responsible for joint actions with Air Force and Navy rela- 
tive to recruiting, induction, operations, training, and matters of 
mutual interest within Fifth Army area. 

2. Factors affecting the scope of Fifth Army’s mission : 

(a) Population: Civilian, active Army, United States Army Re- 
serve, senior division ROTC, and National Guard. 

(6) Major military schools: 

(1) Command and General Staff College, (2) Finance School, 
(3) Adjutant Generals School. 

(ec) Specialized training and operations: Aviation, infantry, and 
engineer. 

FORT CARSON, COLO. 


The next station is Fort Carson, located 4 miles south of Colorado 
Springs, Colo. 

This installation is engaged in training of the 8th Infantry Divi- 
sion and nondivisional troops. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$37.8 million. We estimate it will require $194.8 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $3 million in new authorization 
for 8 items, as follows: 

1. Two enlisted men’s barracks without mess (652 men, $1,875,000 : 
This project is required to provide a portion of the enlisted men’s bar- 
racks total requirement. Existing barracks are World War II mobili- 
zation type, which require much repair and rehabilitation to provide 
adequate housing. These existing facilities will be dismantled to pro- 
vide sites for future permanent construction. The proposed barracks 
will be located in accordance with the master plan. Elimination of this 
project will require the continued use of present barracks. 

2. Battalions mess, $357,000: This project is required to support 
barracks in this program. 

3. Battalion administration and supply building, $241,000: This 
project is required to support barracks in this program. 

4. Improvements and extension, electric-distribution system, $111,- 
000: To provide for adequate electric services in both cantonment area 
and housing area, to provide better balance due to shifting population 
areas, and to eliminate 2 distribution voltages. Areas presently being 
served by two systems with substantial overload on the old cantonment 
area system. If not provided, the system will be unbalanced with 
varying voltages and lacking improper flexibility. 

5. Improvements and extension, gas-distribution system, $48,000: 
Extensions to existing mains are required to increase pressure and to 
support gas demand to new buildings and relocate main in areas 
where new buildings will be located over existing mains, replace exist- 
ing mains which are badly deteriorated. Immediate needs are being 
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met in all areas by extension and enlargement to existing system in 
the fiscal year 1956 MCA program. If not provided, pressures and 
supplies will be inadequate in some areas and serious leakage will 
develop and future building will be delayed while piping is being 
rerouted. 

6. Improvements and extension, sanitary and storm sewer system, 
$247,000: Item is required to relieve existing sanitary sewers, which 
will be overloaded due to shift in population centers as new housing 
and barracks are occupied. It will also provide minimum storm drain- 
age requirements in newly built up areas. Present sanitary sewers are 
adequate, but will not be as building program progresses. Present 
storm drainage is mainly by means of open ditches. If item is not 
provided, the present sanitary sewers will be surcharged, causi 
flooding of basements and unsanitary conditions, and as more pave 
and roofed areas are built the changed pattern of runoff will cause 
extensive erosion unless the flow is confined through certain areas. 

Improvements and extension, water system, $465,000: Item is re- 
quired to provide proper fire flows and pressures in housing and hos- 
pital area, to strengthen water system to areas presently served by 
small or inadequate mains where recent or contemplated construction 
has changed or will change the demand pattern radically. Need is 
now being met in the housing, warehouse, and shop areas by mini- 
mum extensions to existing system in the fiscal year 1956 MCA pro- 
gram. These extensions will provide domestic water at minimum 
pressure and minimum fire flows at reduced pressures in the areas 
affected. The effect, if not provided, will be to leave the housing 
area with inadequate fire protection. 

Extension roads, housing area, $178,000: These roads are needed 
to eliminate dead-end streets in Capehart housing area and to provide 
access to the elementary school, NCO open mess and park in the NCQ 
housing area, and to connect company grade officer housing areas and 
field grade officers’ housing area with elementary and junior and 
senior high-school areas. Currently, 500 Capehart housing units and 
439 MCA housing units are either under contract or being prepared 
for contract. An additional 561 MCA housing units are authorized. 
The roads covered by this project will provide circulation and access 
to school area and other facilities. 

There also is a deficiency there, sir, of $1,134,000 as against an 
original authorization of $7,487,000 under Public Law 161, 84th Con- 
gress. That, again, sir, is due to cost rise in that area, plus we have 
to admit sometimes, Mr. Chairman, that we are not completely per- 
fect on making our estimates. We try to be, I assure you, but we do 
not always hit it right on the nose. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Case, have you been to this place? 

Senator Casr. Fort Carson? No; I have not. 

Senator Stennis. It is right near Pikes Peak; right near the Air 
Force Academy. I have flown over Carson. 

Senator Cas. I know where it is. 

Senator Stennis. Maybe I should say the Air Force Academy is 
right near Fort Carson. But you have a tremendous concentration 
of military installations there. I do not see yet where they are going 
to get enough water. But they say they have it up there. 
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What about this water extension and all; what is the nature of it? 
You say, “improvements and extension of the water system.” That 
is just your water mains there on your own property ? 

General Sxuter.. Yes, sir. This is to provide proper fire flows 
and pressures in the housing and hospital area, to strengthen the water 
system to areas presently served by small or inadequate mains where 
recent or contemplated construction has changed or will change the 
demand pattern radically. Just within the post, within the water 
system. 

Senator Stennis. General, I cannot conceive of your having a $257 
million installation out there. : 

General SuHuter. Mr. Chairman, this is very interesting to me, 
sir, if I may state, because this is my third year in presenting this 
program. 

As the committee knows, I go before four separate committees on 
every line item. ‘The first year, all 4 committees put me thoroughly 
through the hoops on Fort Carson; the second year, all 4 committees 

ut me through the hoops on Fort Carson; this year I have not, so 
ar, having gone through the House Armed Services Committee, 
escaped the same questions. 

I feel, sir, that the only answer we can give is that this is a perma- 
nent station, it is a division station, it is the same size as any other 
division station; it requires permanent construction just as much as 
any other staton I could name which is permanent. 

And the water supply has been carefully investigated, sir. We 
are glad to have the Air Force there, even though we were there first, 
and we do not apologize for being there, sir. 

Senator Stennis. But for a 23,000-man Army installation, you do 
not ordinarily have something like a quarter of a billion dollar in- 
vestment; do you? 

General Suuter. Sir, to build up a division station in this area, 
with the prices in this area, for this many people—and I am referring 
to the planned peacetime column, or 24,084—this is the total cost, 
two hundred and fifty-seven-odd million dollars. And that, Mr. 
Chairman, includes an inventory which was built for much less money. 

You go back a few years, and it cost you less than an estimate of a 
future requirement which may cost you more every year, if costs 
continue to rise. So this figure has to have that taken into account 
in order to give it much credence. 

Senator Srennis. This figure raises a question, though, about so 
much out there. But you said you had to have it for special training 
up in the mountains. That was your chief justification, as I remem- 
ber it. 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Some kind of special training, was it not; moun- 
tain training or weather training ? 

General Suuter. Sir, I respectfully shook my head. 

Senator Stennis. That isallright. That ismy recollection about it. 

Senator Casz. Tell us a little about the water. Where are you 
going to get the water ? 

General Suuter. Sir, the water supply out there, of course, is out 
of a number of sources, rivers and so forth, in that area, and it has 
been very, very carefully studied over a long period of time. 
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I filed in the.record last year, in every committee, a copy of the 
Corps of Engineers study that was made on. the water supply, which 
showed that with careful planning with the Air Force Academy there, 
and Fort Carson, and Colorado Springs, there would be enough water. 

I ask permission of the chairman to put in the record three very 
short statements that have to do with this Camp Hale situation, be- 
cause I realize when the Army moves out of Camp Hale it may appear 
a litle inconsistent, but I wish to read, sir, what I said in testimony 
before the committees involved, and it is very short. I said: 


This (Fort Carson) is a normal division training post in addition to support- 
ing Camp Hale; just like Fort Lewis, just like Fort Benning. 


And in other testimony and another record, I said: 


It (Fort Carson) is an infantry division training station in its own right, 
besides supporting mountain-warfare type training. 


And in the third instance, I said: 


It (Fort Carson) is a division post in the permanent Army, and the division 
trains as a division regardless of Camp Hale. 

So, sir, I never misled this committee into feeling that Fort Carson 
is only there because Camp Hale was there, for mountain warfare 
training. We have now moved the mission from Camp Hale to Fort 
Greeley, Colo., to save money. 

Senator Casr. All right, the next station, sir. 


FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 


General Suuter. The next station is Fort Leavenworth, located at 
Leavenworth, Kans. This installation is the location of the Com- 
mand and General Staff College and United States Disciplinary Bar- 
racks. The Midwest Relay Center, which provides communications 
service to the Fourth and Fifth Armies, is also located here. Our 
inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at $18.4 
million. We estimate it will require $18 million in the future to com- 

lete the permanent plant required to support the mission mentioned. 

his year we are asking for $336,000 in new authorization for 2 items 
for the Midwest Relay Center as follows: 

1, Emergency power building, transmitter, $236,000: This project 
is required to provide a source of emergency electric power to insure 
uninterrupted operation of the Midwest Relay Center, which is essen- 
tial, in case of failure of commercial source of power. The Midwest 
Relay Center was authorized in fiscal years 1956 and 1957 and is now 
under construction. Need for emergency power building will exist . 
as soon as the relay center is completed and placed in operation. 
Barracks No. 1 assigned by post commander for use in connection with 
operation of transmitter station is to be rehabilitated as required. If 
this project is not provided, uninterrupted operation of the Midwest 
Relay Center will be seriously jeopardized. 

2. Relocate electric transmission line underground, $100,000: 
Present overhead line, when activated, will interfere with operation of 
Midwest Relay Center Receiving Station. A 12,000-volt overhead 
emergency standby electric-power line extends across Fort Leaven- 
worth’s south end, which is reserved as site for Midwest Relay Center 
Receiving Station. As the line had not been in use for several years, 
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it was intended to remove it when the site for the receiver station was 
decided upon. It is now apparent that new hospital, academic build- 
ing, Midwest Relay Center, and Capehart housing will overload 
primary underground source of power, making it necessary to activate 
this standby line or revise electrical system of entire post. To place 
the line underground is considered the best way to eliminate this 

roblem. Need does not exist now. If not provided, receiving station 

‘or Midwest Relay Center will not be operable when overhead trans- 
mission line is active. It has been determined that overhead electric- 
power line will cause serious interference through any radio antenna 
within 1,000 feet. This project is to replace overhead electric trans- 
mission line with like amount of underground line. 

There are also two deficiencies involved here, sir. The total is 
$1,559,000, involving $281,000 in Public Law 968, 84th Congress, and 
$1,278,000 in Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 

Senator Casr. What type of construction? 

General Suuuer. These, sir, an addition to the communication cen- 
ter, addition to the radio receiver building, addition to the transmitter 
building, and a bachelor officers quarters, with field rations mess. 

enetet Case. Were those items constructed on a cost-plus basis, or 
what 

General Suuter. No, sir; these have not been awarded, Senator 
Case, and if we get this deficiency authorization, they will be adver- 
tised on a competitive-bid basis and awarded to the low bidders. 

Senator Case. Can you get competitive bids for items of this 
character ? 

General Suuter. Oh, yes, sir. 

Senator Casz. What would happen if you did not get the $100,000 
for the relocation of your electric transmission line, but used it where 
it now is, overhead ? ' 

General SHuter. Well, sir, the present overhead line, when it is 
activated, will interfere with the operation of the Midwest Relay Cen- 
ter receiving station. A 12,400 volt overhead emergency standby 
powerline extends across Fort Leavenworth’s south end, which is re- 
served as a site for the Midwest Relay Center receiving station. 

As the line had not been im use for several years, it was intended to 
remove it when the site for the receiver station was decided upon. It 
is now apparent that the new hospital, academic building, Midwest 
Relay Center, and Capehart housing will overload primary under- 
ground source of power, making it necessary to activate this standby 
line or revise electrical system of entire post. To place the line under- 
ground is considered the best way to eliminate this problem. So we 
feel, sir, that we must do this in order to solve a very knotty problem. 

Senator Casr. The next sentence in the justification there says 
“Need does not exist now.” ; 

General SHuter. Well, that means, sir, that the need does not exist 
now because we have not activated the line; and by so activating it, 
you see, we would reuse it. In other words, all it is saying is that the 
Jine that we thought we could do away with is not reactivated at this 
time. But we do intend now to reactivate it due to these additional 
facilities which require a power source from it. When that is done. 
then we will need this underground line. 

Senator Casr. The next item. 
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FORT RILEY, KANS. 


General Suuter. The next station is Fort Riley, located near Junc- 
tion City in Riley and Geary Counties, Kans, This installation pro- 
vides support for a combat-ready infantry division, the aggressor cen- 
ter, a United States Army hospital, various nondivisional units, and 
Reserve Forces Army training; also to supervise five field maintenance 
shops, a food-service school, and a noncommissioned officers’ academy ; 
and collection of intelligence information. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $49.9 million. We estimate it will require $82.5 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission men- 
tioned. This year we are asking for $2.5 million in new authorization 
for construction of projects as follows: 

1. Aircraft access aprons and facilities (RW), $176,000: Paved 
access aprons are required to support the hangar with shops included 
in this program. These aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free 
access from the aircraft parking aprons to both end doors of the air- 
craft hangar. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to 
prevent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing 
facilities are needed to clean the helicopters for maintenance inspec- 
tion and flying efficiency. 

2. Hangar with shops (RW), $450,000: Hangar with shops is re- 
quired for maintenance of 22 aircraft in the lght-cargo helicopter 
company to be assigned at this installation. Present maintenance 
hangars, built in 1937 and totaling 36,894 square feet, will serve to 
accomplish only organizational maintenance of the aircraft assigned 
to the division and miscellaneous T. O. & E. and T. D. units. The 
additional hangar of 22,238 square feet, included in the fiscal year 
1956 MCA program, can accomplish only organizational maintenance 
of the 16 aircraft in the fixed-wing Army aviation company (FWTT) 
to be assigned at this installation. Extension of the water line is re- 
quired to replace the existing 8-inch pipe hung on the obsolete 1-way 
bridge across the Republican River in order to provide adequate fire 
protection of existing and proposed aviation facilities. 

3. Two enlisted men’s barracks (326-man), $1,328,000: This item 
is required to provide permanent housing for troops assigned to this 
installation. Existing facilities consist of mobilization-type barracks 
built in 1942 under criteria that provided for occupancy for 5 years. 
These buildings have now exceeded their economical life span. Fail- 
ure to provide this project will require continued use of existing 
facilities with accompanying high maintenance costs. 

4. Battalion mess, $341,000: This item is required to support the 
barracks in this program. 

5. Battalion administration and supply building, $230,000: This 
item is required to support the barracks in this program. 

Senator Case. When does Army aviation encompass ? 

General Suuter. Sir, that encompasses the fixed-wing and rotary- 
wing aircraft that are involved in the role and mission assignment 
to the Department of the Army involving 4 fixed-wing aircraft—do 
you wish me to give the type, sir/—and 6 helicopter types. 

Mr. BeLiev. What missions do these aircraft have, General Shuler ? 

General Suuter. I covered that in the record this morning. I will 
be glad to do so again. 
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Mr. BeLiev. Fort Riley, for instance, is this an infantry division ? 

General Suuter. Fort Riley has an additional mission, besides the 
support for a combat-ready infantry division, of the unit training for 
personnel assigned to cargo helicopter companies. 

Now, that 1s accomplished at the Army Aviation Unit Training 
Commands at Fort Sill and Fort Riley, and also unit training for 
fixed-wing tactical transport companies is accomplished at Fort Riley. 
So this has a special mission in Army aircraft besides the tactical unit 
involved. 

We have a total of 94 total aircraft involved at Fort Riley. 

Mr, BeLiev. So, in addition to your artillery fire-support-type air- 
craft, communications wire-laying-type aircraft, and tactical-recon- 
naissance or transport-type aircraft, which you are using at this post, 
it has a mission of supporting cargo helicopters? 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. BeLiev. For logistics? 

General Suuter. And fixed-wing tactical companies; unit training. 
It goes out to this post and trains as a unit in this particular mission. 

Senator Casr. The next station ? 





FORT LEONARD WOOD, MO. 


General Suuter. The next station is Fort Leonard Wood, located 31 
miles southwest of Rolla, Mo. This installation directs and adminis- 
ters a replacement training center to accomplish the following: Re- 
ceives, processes, and trains enlistees and inductees in accordance with 
eephenrests training programs and higher echelon. Provides suit- 
able housing, training facilities, logistical support, and administrative 
assistance for all training and authorized directives, including Reserve 
components of the Department of Defense. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$56.7 million. Future requirements are unknown at this time, since 
the master plan has not yet been completed. This year we are asking 
for $4.7 million in new authorization for five 326-man enlisted men’s 
barracks, 2 battalion messes, and 2 battalion administration and supply 
buildings. Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

1. Five enlisted men’s barracks, $3,473,000: This installation has re- 
cently been designated as a permanent installation. This is the first 
increment of permanent barracks to be constructed in five regimental 
areas. The existing barracks are mobilization-type barracks with 
separate mess facilities, built in 1940-41. These buildings were con- 
structed for a life span of 10 years and have been subjected to hard 
usage during the active life of this installation. No improvements 
have been made to these structures since their original construction. 
Elimination of this project will require the continued use of present 
baracks and will delay this post in implementing the permanent bar- 
racks-construction program. 

2. Two battalion messes, $712,000: This item is required to support 
the barracks in this program. 

3. Two battalion administration and supply. buildings, $478,000: 
This item is required to support the barracks in this program. 

This is also one of the 6 newly designated permanent stations, and the 
request for 5 permanent barracks and supporting messes and battalion 
administration and supply buildings totals $4,663,000. 
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We have no permanent barracks at Fort Leonard Wood, against a 
deficit of 4,663 spaces. 

Senator Case. Is there any reason why, when you are asking for 
enlisted men’s barracks, you ask for five ina group? 

General Suvuter., The system on that, Senator Case, is this: I will 
hold this book up so the Senator can look at the layout I have drawn 
here as I explain it. 

The first year normally we would come in for an increment of 2 or 
the 2-company barracks; that is, 2 companies in each barracks, and 
one 5-company battalion mess and one 5-company battalion supply 
and administration building. 

Now, 2 times 2 being only 4, you see, we have an extra company 
space in these 2 support buildings. But the second year we would 
come in for three 2-company barracks, and then the other 5-company 
mess, and the other 5-company supply and administration building. 
Three times two being six, you have one company more than this 
space in here. So in 2 years you have a 2-battalion complex. 

Now, the rest of the regiment would be one more battalion like one 
of these, and another battalion layout for the special troop units, so 
it would take you, in theory, about 4 years to build up a regimental 
area. 

Now, in most cases we come in for a combination of 2—1 and 1. 

There is no other way of building these, Senator, and taking advan- 
tage of the economies in construction, unless we build the entire mess 
building. 

Mr. BeLiev. In other words, your phased construction program is 
to build compounds, in effect, that fit your tactical organization based 
on a five-unit increment; is that correct ? 

General Suuter. Correct. 

Senator Casr. Then at Leonard Wood you are asking for 5 barracks 
and 2 messes, 

General Suuter. This one comes out even. Five times two com- 
panies is 10 companies. We are asking for two 5-company messes. 
Two times five companies is 10 companies. When we ask for that big 
a bite, we come out even in the year; but normally, because of the 
budget limitations, we have had to break some of these down to lesser 
requests at particular stations. 

Senator Casr. The next station, I think, is in the Sixth Army. 


SIXTH ARMY 
MISSION 


Genera] Suuter. 1. The mission of the commanding general, Sixth 
Army, a continental United States Army command, the area of which 
is comprised of the States of Arizona, California, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, and Washington, is to: 

(a) Command the 15 installations and 10 subinstallations within 
the Army area, including responsibility for operations, security, train- 
ing, administration, and logistical support of the active Army units 
and activities assigned or attached to the Army. 

(6) Furnish limited administrative and logistical support to the 
28 additional installations commanded by the chief of an administra- 
tive service or technical service of the Department of the Army. 
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(¢c) Provide for administrative and logistical support to units of 
the Army Antiaircraft Command. 

(d) Be responsible for organization, administration, training, logis- 
tical support, and recruiting of the Reserve components, which in- 
cludes United States Army Reserve, Reserve Officers Training Corps 
(ROTC), and, within limitations, National Guard. . 

(e) Prepare plans for and conduct operations in internal security, 
military assistance to civilian authorities during emergencies, ground 
defense, mobilization, and other specific missions as directed; such as 
maintaining designated units of the strategic Reserve for rapid 
deployment 

(7) Be responsible for joint actions with Air Force and Navy rela- 
live to recruiting, induction, operations, training, and matters of 
mutual interest within Sixth Army area. 

2. Factors affecting the scope of Sixth Army’s mission: 

(a) Population: Civilian, active Army, United States Army Re- 
serve, senior division ROTC, and National Guard. 

(b) Major military schools: United States Army Language School. 

(c) Specialized training and operations: 

(1) Infantry, (2) tank, (3) United States Army Combat De- 
velopments Experimentation Center, (4) reception station. 


FORT LEWIS, WASH. 


The first station in Sixth Army is Fort Lewis, located 17 miles north- 
east of Tacoma, Wash. This installation is the home of the 4th In- 
fantry Division and a regimental combat team of the 2d Infantry 
Division, and other units of a nondivisional nature. The post also 
provides support for the Alaskan Command. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$63.8 million. We estimate it will require $117 million in future 
authorization to complete the permanent plant required to support the 
mission mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.5 million in new 
authorization. 

Justification for each of the projects is as follows: 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (rotary wing), 13,625 square 
yards at an estimated cost. of $167,000. These paved access aprons 
are required to support the hangar with shops in this program for 
maintenance of 22 aircraft in a light-cargo helicopter company. These 
aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access from the aircraft 
parking apron to both end doors of the aircraft hangar. Treated 
shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent dirt and gravel 
from damaging aircraft engines. Washing facilities are needed to 
clean the helicopters for maintenance inspection and flying efficiency. 
Treatment plant is needed to process effluent from all washing areas so 
as to prevent stream pollution. 

Hangar with shops: The next project is a hangar with shops for 
use in conjunction with the previously mentioned access aprons. This 
project will provide 21,266 square feet of hanger and shop space at 
an estimated cost of $388,000. This project is required to provide 
facilities for maintenance of 22 aircraft in a light-cargo helicopter 
company which is to be stationed at Fort Lewis. Such maintenance 
must be accomplished on a 24-hour basis to support the training 
program. Existing similar facilities are fully utilized by other or- 
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ganizations and cannot be made available for this purpose. Lack of 
the proposed hangar would result in maintenance delays and possible 
damage to costly ‘deadlined aircraft. 

Next, hardstands to complete tank motor park No. 2, at $153,000, 
will provide 46,840 square yards of paved area. This item is the final 
increment of paving required to complete the tank motor park area 
No. 2, which is sited adjacent to and serves regimental area No. 2. 
Failure to provide this hardstand will require continued use of un- 
paved areas for parking, which will result in increased cost for main- 
tenance of vehicles and inefficient operations during inclement weather 
due to nonaccessability of the area. 

The next project is for four battalion headquarters buildings in 
support of permanent barracks previously built. This project. will 
provide 10,312 square feet of administrative space at an estimated cost 
of $190,000. Two permanent type regimental areas constructed in 
1954 MCA program do not have battalion headquarters facilities. 
Need is presently bemg met by oceupying enlisted men’s barracks 
space. All existing temporary battalion headquarters space is in 
other regimental areas and is fully occupied by adjacently housed 
units. If this project is not provided, present use of barracks space 
will continue, thereby reducing available troop-housing spaces. 

Next is a religious-education facility of 13,370 square feet estimated 
to cost $249,000. This project will be an addition to the existing chapel, 
and is required to fulfill a present and growing need for space and 
facilities to carry on church activities, miscellaneous religious serv- 
ices, and Sunday school classes to supplement post chapel activities. 
The permanent post chapel is deficient in these requirements, and 
this project is considered necessary for on-post military dependents’ 
morale. Temporary facilities in use provide less than half the required 
space and are not suitable or adaptable for this activity. Two tem- 
porary structures will require removal to make way for this project. 

The next project is a central heating plant to support construction 
of permanent facilities in the engineer and ordnance areas of the 
post, estimated at $340,000. This project is necessary to provide cen- 
tral heating fac ilities for all proposed post engineer, post ordnance, 
post motor “pool, division companies, and special battalions and regi- 
mental factilities located in the same general area. Sixty-five per- 
cent in labor and 25 percent in fuel savings can be effected over indi- 
vidual heating plants, amounting to $30,000 per year. Central heat- 
ing system will reduce fire hazards, as well as minimize fuel distribu- 
tion and storage problems and overall maintenance costs. 

Senator Casr. Why do you need a new central heating plant ? 

General SHULER. Sir, the reason we need a central heating plant at 
Fort Lewis is because we need facilities to heat proposed post engineer, 
post ordnance, post motor pool, facilities for future construction, and 
items under construction, our companies and our divisions and our 
regimental facilities, all located in the same general area. 

Sixty-five percent in labor and 25 percent in fuel savings can be 
effected over individual heating plants, amounting to about $30,000 
per year. And this central heating system, of course, will reduce fire 
hazards as well as minimize fuel distribution and stor age problems and 
overall maintenance costs. 

So we think, in the interests of economy and efficiency, this is a very 
good project, sir. 
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Senator Casz. On the basis of those figures, it would pay for itself 
in about 11 years. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; it would amortize itself, I think, in a very 
reasonable period of time. 

Senator Casg. The next project. 


FORT ORD, CALIF. 


General Sauter. The next station is Fort Ord, located in Monterey 
County, Calif. 

The primary mission of this installation is that of a replacement 
training center. In addition to the training of filler personnel, the 
mission includes the training of 6-month Armed Forces Reserve Act 
personnel. The Sixth Army Area Food Service School, Communica- 
tion Specialist School, reception center, and general Reserve units 
are also housed at this installation. Fort Ord is also the home of the 
Combat Development and Experimentation Center. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$38.6 million. The master plan is currently being reevaluated in view 
of arecent change in mission. This year we are asking for $5.2 million 
in new authorization for aircraft facilities, 16 motor-repair shops with 
the ancillary hardstands, 2 enlisted men’s barracks and supporting 
facilities, and an extension to the existing sanitary sewer system. 

The first project is for a fixed-wing runway of 25,000 square yards, 
at an estimated cost of $361,000. The proposed fixed-wing runway is 
required to furnish landing and takeoff facilities for fixed-wing air- 
craft and interim facilities for rotary-wing aircraft. Aircraft are 
now operating from a temporary airstrip on the old south parade 
ground which is inadequate for use as an airstrip. 

Next is the supporting taxiways for the previous item: This will 
provide 2,800 square yards of taxiway at an estimated cost of $32,000. 

Paved taxiways are necessary for efficient control of air traffiic 
between the runway and parking aprons in recognized paths. When 
completed, they also make possible the ground movement of aircraft 
at the same time that landings and takeoffs are being made from the 
runway, thereby increasing the utilization of the runway. Paving 
of taxiways will also eliminate the hazard of dirt and gravel being 
sucked into propellers, thereby causing replacement at a minimum 
cost to the Government of $200 per set. No such facilities exist at 
Fort Ord. 

Next, an aircraft parking apron, estimated at $430,000: The pro- 
posed aircraft-parking apron is necessary for parking of aircraft 
during the loading, unloading, and servicing of the aircraft, when 
ground vehicles and personnel around aircraft would constitute a 
safety hazard both to ground personnel and equipment, and to air- 
craft, pilots, and passengers in an unpaved area. The parking area 
with its tie-down anchors is also used to secure aircraft in windy 
weather, which, without the tie-down facilities, can destroy the air- 
craft entirely. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities, estimated at $211,000: Paved 
access aprons are needed to supoprt the hangar with shops in this 
program. These aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access 
from the aircraft parking apron to both end doors. of the aircarft 
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hangar. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent 
dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing facilities 
are needed to clean the aircraft for maintenance inspection and flying 
efficiency. The treatment plant is needed to process effluent from all 
washing areas so as to prevent stream pollution. 

The next project is for a hangar with shops, to provide 21,266 

eu 

square feet of maintenance space at an estimated cost of $428,000: 
This project is required to provide interim maintenance for fixed- 
wing aircraft and rotary-wing aircraft. Such maintenance must be 
accomplished on a 24-hour basis to support the training program. 
Aircraft are now utilizing a temporary motor-repair shed near the 
temporary airstrip. No suitable hangar facilities are presently prr- 
vided, and lack of them will result in maintenance delays and possi- 
ble damage to costly deadlined aircraft. 

Next is the project for utilities extensions to support the aviation 
complex, in the amount of $422,000: These utilities extensions are 
required to provide sufficient water supply for drinking and sanita- 
tion purposes and for fire protection of buildings and equipment; to 
provide necessary disposal of sanitary wastes; to supply electrical 
power from the closest source; and to provide essential access roads. 
No utilities exist at the proposed site, and lack of them would en- 
danger the health and safety of personnel, prevent proper safeguard- 
ing of buildings and equipment from fire damage, and eliminate 
essential light, power, and vehicular access for heliport operations. 

The next item is for 2 motor-repair shops of 5,216 square feet, 
each estimated at $185,000: This project will provide two additional 
permanent maintenance shops to complete the motor pool required 
to support the equivalent of a regimental housing area now existing. 
There are presently two motor shops existing in this permanent area. 
Failure to provide this item will necessitate continued repair opera- 
tions to be conducted with 50 percent of facilities available, thereby 
decreasing efficiency of operation. 

Four motor-repair shops of 5,216 square feet each, estimated at 
$445,000: 

These shop buildings and related facilities are required to provide 
maintenance and service facilities of a permanent nature to serve 
the equivalent of one regimental housing area now in existence. No 
motor-park facilities are currently existent to provide such service. 
If this project is not provided, the supporting vehicles for this hous- 
ing area will have to continue to share the post motor pool which is 
already crowded with organizational equipment and several hundred 
administrative vehicles now supported by only six existing motor- 
repair shops. Criteria authorizes four shops per regimental area or 
equivalent thereof. 

Next are two projects to provide the necessary hardstand in support 
of the previously covered motor shops. 

First, hardstand, motor park, to provide 37,500 square yards at 
$364,000: This facility is required to provide a hardstand area for one 
motor park programed for construction to provide facilities for a new 

ermanent area recently completed and now fully occupied at this 
installation. No permanent motor parks are currently existent to 
support this area. If this project is not provided, units now occupy- 
ing permanent barracks in this area will have to continue sharing the 
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use of the existing permanent post motor park. This park, with a 
total of five motor-repair shops, is entirely inadequate for joint use 
of such activities. 

The next project is for 2 enlisted men’s barracks, to provide 652 
permanent enlisted spaces at an estimated cost of $1,329,000: There 
is a requirement for 13,290 permanent enlisted men’s spaces. We 
now have existing or authorized 7,285 spaces, leaving a deficit of 
6,005 spaces. 

The next two projects are direct-support items for the barracks. 
These are battalion mess at $354,000 and a battalion administration 
and supply building estimated at $241,000. 

The next project is for the extension of the sanitary sewer system, 
estimated at $429,000: This project is required to provide a main 
sewer trunk system designed to serve existing permanent and planned 
future construction in a new undeveloped land area. In addition to 
supporting new post engineer facilities, BOQ’s, classrooms, fire sta- 
tion, and telephone exchange, already constructed and now utilizin 
septic tanks, this sewer system will be used in support of a classifie 
project and family housing units now being designed for construction 
in near future. The criteria for this project was derived from 
analysis of utility plans, together with known existing and planned 
future requirements. If this project is not provided, sewage facili- 
ties for new future permanent projects will have to be provided by 
septic tanks and disposal fields, a system which has proven to be un- 
satisfactory and uneconomical over a long period of time. 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I request an amendment to the bill 
concerning Fort Ord, which amendment would reduce the requested 
authorization as reflected in the bill from $7,066,000 to $5,231,000. 
This is occasioned by the Army’s deletion from the bill of item 142, 
for 10 motor-repair shops and facilities at a cost of $1,033,000, and 
the hardstands to support those motor shops, $802,000, for a total 
reduction of $1,835,000. These 2 items were not covered in the justifi- 
cation just presented. 

The reason this was not adjusted before this bill was sent up was 
because the final decision to inactivate the 5th Division at Fort Ord 
on June 1 was not finalized in time to adjust this bill, so we had to 
ask the House Armed Services Committee to make this amendment. 
I am asking the Senate Armed Services Committee to make the same 
amendment. 

We have surveyed, sir, the remainder of the requirements, and we 
very definitely need the aviation-support facilities in this request to 
support 55 total aircraft at this station. 

The station has a new mission—it is a replacement training center, 
and also the Combat Development Experimental Center is located 
there; and total strength, Mr. Chairman, will not materially change 
over that with the 5th Division there. 

We also need the barracks with the supporting mess and administra- 
tion and supply building, and we need the sanitary sewerage extension, 
and we need six of the motor-repair shops. 

You will notice, sir, on the motor-repair shops we have a total 
requirement of one hundred sixty-six thousand-odd square feet, and 
a deficit on that of one hundred twenty-eight thousand-odd square 
feet. ‘That is the reason we still need the six shops that we are request- 
ing in the adjusted program. 
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Senator Case. Under the utilities-extension project, the justification 
carries this sentence: 


No utilities exist at the post site. 


How does that happen ? 

General Suuver. These are all new aircraft-support facilities, sir. 
This is for the airfield, utilities extension for these facilities. 

Senator Casr. This has not been in operation ? 

General SuHuter. That is right. They are actually trying to land 
on the parade ground with their helicopters. 

Mr. BeLiev. If the mission is a military traiming center, it will have 
the same training but not the tactical organizations ? 

General SHuuer. That is right. The only things that change are 
the organization, and some of the future requirements will change in 
nature; that is correct. But the total strength is still there. It is just 
inactivating the 5th Division. 

Senator Case. Does that complete the Sixth Army ? 

General Suuer. Yes, sir. We have the United States Military 
Academy. 

Senator Case. All right; the Military Academy. 


UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 


General Suuter. The next station is the United States Military 
Academy, located 10 miles south of Newburgh, N. Y. 

This installation is engaged in instructing and training the corps 
of cadets so that each graduate shall have the qualities and attributes 
essential to his progressive and continuing development throughout a 
lifetime career as an officer of the Regular Army. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at, $50.9 million. We estimate it will require $31.6 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mnis- 
sion mentioned. This year we are asking for $1.7 million in new 
authorization. 

We are requesting one item, $1,666,000, for improvements to electric 
system. 

Now, this item is needed to-accommodate the increased electric- 
power demands resulting from new construction and modernization 
programs which have been accomplished since installation of the 
present underground system, approximately 25 years ago. 

Power is now being ‘supplied by means of the existing inadequate 
system by placing restrictions on the use of power equipment. How- 
ever, inconvenient outages and high maintenance and repair costs are 
resulting from so doing. Failure to provide this item will result in 
the system becoming increasingly inadequate, in addition to becoming 
unsafe. 

We are also requesting, sir, a deficiency of $2,033,000, covering 
Public Law 534, 83d Congress, for this same wre 

As you will recall, sir, we sent this committee a letter last year 
when we made the award of the conversion of the riding hall at West 
Point to an academic building. We informed this committee that 
in order to cover the competitive low bid of the bidders, and without 
any increase in scope of the project as authorized by the Congress, 
we had to utilize the full authorization for the conversion of the West 
Academic Building to add to the authorization for the riding hall in 
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order to make that award. We told the committee in the letter that 
we intended to ask this year for the authorization for the West. Aca- 
demic Building so that we could go ahead with it. We advised all 
four committees of Congress at that time, sir. 

Senator Case. Has the conversion of the academic building worked 
out satisfactorily ? 

General SuHuter. The conversion of the riding hall 

Senator Casr. I mean the riding hall. 

General Suuter. (continuing). Is approximately 60 percent com- 
plete, sir. It is not finished, but I think it will work out very fine, sir. 

Senator Case. Was there not some question about the relationship 
of that to the other buildings for academic purposes ? 

General Suuter. It is a difficult building to convert from a riding 
hall to an academic building, being typical West Point architecture, 
gray granite thick-wall building; but, on the other hand, we are so 
short of physical space up there, land space, that the only economical 
thing we could do was to so convert this building to an academic 
building, and it is within the time-space consideration of the cadet 
sections having to march to class and back again. It is of the archi- 
tecture so prevalent at West Point, and I think‘it is a very good project, 
sir. 

Senator Case. But it is costing about $214 million more than you 
anticipated ? 

General Suuter. It will cost us, sir, about $2 million more than 
it was originally authorized for. 

Senator Case. How will that compare with what it would have cost 
if you had started off fresh and used this for somethin 

General Suuter. Sir, we have been asked that question a number 
of times, of course, and we have made—the engineers made—a study 
which conclusively proved that it was cheaper to do it this way than 
if we started off fresh, if we could have started off fresh, but as T say, 
we had no land area on which to locate it. 

Senator Case. I remember there was some space consideration that 
came up. 








ARMED FORCES SPECIAL-WEAPONS PROJECT 


General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to put in the record 
a description of the mission of the Armed Forces special-weapuns 
project. 

Now, this project is an agency of the Secretary of Defense, and 
of the three military departments, Its mission is to furnish support 
to the departments in the field of atomic weapons by providing tech- 
nical, logistical, and training services. 

The Armed Forces special-weapons project responsibilities include 
all national stockpile sites, Sandia Base at Albuquerque, N. Mex., a 
field command at Sandia Base, and the project headquarters. 

The national stockpile sites are constructed with funds provided by 
the Atomic Energy Commission. This initial construction includes 
all facilities essential to the operational and storage mission and basic 
administrative facilities. 

The Atomic Energy Commission also funds for the following types 
of construction: Major additions to operational and storage facili- 
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ties, major reconstruction and rehabilitation of operational and storage 
facilities, minor new construction and modification of operation facili- 
ties developed jointly by the Atomic Energy Commission and the 
Department of Defense, and required for assembly, storage, security, 
quality assurance, and storage inspection; maintenance and operation 
of the installations after completion is provided from Armed Forces 
special-weapons funds. 

Supplementing community type facilities of primary interest to the 
Department of Defense are, for administrative purposes, included in 
the public works budget request of the Department of the Army. 

For fiscal year 1958, we are requesting $1,056,000 distributed by 
installations as follows: 

Manzano Base, $50,000; Clarksville Base, $200,000; Killeen Base, 
$379,000; Bossier Air Base, $164,000; Medina Base, $125,000; and 
Lake Mead Base, $138,000. 


BOSSIER AIR BASE, LA. 


The next station, is Bossier Base, which is located 3 miles southeast 
of Bossier City, Bossier Parish, La. 

This installation is in support of the Armed Forces special weapon 
project for which the mission has been previously stated. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $8.2 million. We estimate it will require $450,000 in the future to 
complete the permanent plant required to support the mission pre- 
viously mentioned. This year we are asking for $164,000 in new 
authorization for an NCO open mess and a post exchange, snack bar 
and lounge. 

Justification for each of these projects is as follows: The NCO open 
mess, 4,400 square feet, estimated cost $124,000, is required to provide 
an NCO club of a size in consonance with the allowances for perm- 
anent construction. There is no like facility existing on the base. 
Use of Barksdale AFB NCO mess is not desirable due to the over- 
crowded condition of that facility; and the necessity for Bossier per- 
sonnel to practice strict security at all times. Elimination of this 

roject will tend to foree NCO personnel to seek entertainment off- 
pase in undesirable environments. 

The post exchange, snack bar and lounge of 1,557 square feet at an 
estimated cost of $40,000 is necessary to accommodate assigned per- 
sonnel. These operations are currently being accomplished on a 
limited basis in mess hall building No. 11, and the proposed project 
is an addition to that building. Existing facilities are inadequate for 
the customer potential. 


CLARKSVILLE BASE, TENN. 


The next station is Clarksville Base located 8 miles northwest of 
Clarksville, Montgomery County, Tenn. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued at 
$20.1 million. We estimate it will require $1.8 million in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission pre- 
viously mentioned. This year we are asking for $200,000 in new au- 
thorization for a radio transmitter building and an NCO open mess. 
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Justification for each of these projects is as follows: 

The radio transmitter building, of 1,100 square feet, at an estimated 
cost of $64,000 is required for the following reasons: (1) The base tele- 
phone exchange needs to be enlarged to support facilities authorized 
in previous programs, as well as in the future programs; (2) The 
rhombic antenna should be located in an area less congested than its 
present location. It is necessary to obtain space for the additional 
telephone equipment by using space in building 115 currently oc- 
cupied by the radio transmitters and incidental administrative, stor- 
age, and work space. In order to make this space available the con- 
struction of a new transmitter building will be required. The 
rhombic antenna is located just west of the present transmitter build- 
ing, in the vicinity of the new headquarters building and chapel which 
are now under contruction. If this project is eliminated the tele- 
phone service to the new facilities cannot be provided, since the pres- 
ent exchange is loaded almost to capacity. 

The NCO open mess, 4,400 square feet at an estimated cost of $136,- 
000 is maple to provide recreational facilities of an appropriate size 
to accommodate 201 enlisted men in the top 3 grades. There are no 
existing facilities of this type on the installation. Utilization of like 
facilities at Fort Cam bell is not feasible due to the overcrowded 
conditions at that club as a result of recent increase in garrison 
strength without accompanying expansion of NCO club facilities. 
Community support is practically nonexistent, since this is in a rural 
area. 

KILLEEN BASE, TEX. 


The next station is Killeen Base, located 7.5 miles west of Killeen, 
Tex. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $26.6 million. We estimate it will require $1.7 million in the 
future to complete the permanent plant required to support the mis- 
sion previously mentioned. This year we are asking for $379,000 in 
new authorization for an NCO open mess, a post exchange, and an 
extension to the water distribution system. 

Justification for each of these projects is as folloys: The NCO 
open mess having an area of 4,400 square feet, at an estimated cost of 
$128,000, is required to provide permanent recreational facilities of an 
appropriate size to accommodate the top three grades of enlisted 
personnel. Present facility is a theater of operations building, con- 
structed at Fort Hood in 1940 and moved to Kaybee Heights in 1951 
for use as an NCO club, after being condemned at Fort Hood. Struc- 
ture presently requires major repairs estimated to cost approximately 
$20,000; and therefore will be demolished upon completion of this 
new project. 

The post exchange, 4,190 square feet at an estimated cost of $88,000 
as following the construction of Government-owned quarters in 
Kaybee Heights at Killeen Base, a temporary T/O type frame build- 
ing was moved from Fort Hood to Kaybee Heights and has been 
used since that time as a branch post exchange for the sale of groceries 
and other commodities to the families in Kaybee Heights. One hun- 
dred and sixty additional family housing units are presently under 
construction at Killeen Base. The existing facility is too small to 
serve the present community and will be completely inadequate upon 
completion of the additional housing. The T/O frame building has 
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deteriorated to a point where it can no longer be economically 
maintained. 

The extension to the water distribution system of 15,000 linear feet 
at an estimated cost of $163,000 is needed as the existing flow line 
between the point of supply at Fort Hood and Killeen Base is not 
adequate to provide required capacity for fire protection and domestic 
use. This project is essential to provide the required water supply. 
The modifications to the existing pumping station and the installa- 
tion of the proposed parallel line will permit adequate pump capacity 
operation for increased demand. A design analysis of requirements 
for increased capacity of water supply system has been made by an 
architect engineer. It has been determined that these are the mini- 
mum facilities that will provide adequate quantities of water from 
Fort Hood to the Killeen Base system Tor fire protection and domestic 
use. 

LAKE MEAD BASE, NEV. 


The next station is Lake Mead Base, located 8 miles northeast of 
Las Vegas, Nev. 

This installation is also in support of the Armed Forces special 
weapon project. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at. $13 million. We estimate it will require $79,000 in future authori- 
zation to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission 
previously mentioned. This year we are asking for $138,000 in new 
authorization for an additional water well and treatment facility. 

Justification for this project is as follows: 

Four wells exist at Lake Mead Base. Wells 1 and 2 produce such 
highly mineralized water that they are unsuitable for a domestic 
water supply. Well 1 must be plugged to prevent contamination 
of other water bearing strata. Well 2 is only suitable for emergency 
fire flow. Wells 3 and 4 do not produce sufficient water to meet de- 
mand loads and the water produced requires treatment to com- 
ply with accepted domestic water standards, This project will pro- 
vide an additional well (to replace well 1) and treatment plant 
necessary to meet the water quality and quantity requirements of 
Lake Mead Base. If this well is not provided, the demand on wells 
Nos. 3 and 4 will be heavy and produce poor quality water. In ad- 
dition, a possible loss of either or both wells might result. 


MANZANO BASE, N. MEX. 


Manzano Base is located 4.5 miles southeast of Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $31.7 million. After this year’s request, based on present plans, no 
additional future authorization will be required at this base. This 
year we are asking for $50,000 in new authorization for roads and 
streets. 

More detailed justification for this project is as follows: The 5,686 
square yards of pavement is required to provide surface permanent 
access to permanent facilities. Roads and streets now exist as unsur- 
faced areas except C Street and that portion of D Street west of 
Vandenberg Road. If the item is not provided, access to permanent 
facilities will be curtailed, and dust and erosion control will remain 
as acute problems in maintaining the unsurfaced areas. 
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MEDINA BASE, TEX, 


The next station is Medina Base located 6 miles west of San An- 
tonio, Tex. 

This installation is also in support of the Armed Forces special 
weapon project. 

Our inventory of real property at this station is presently valued 
at $13.7 million. We estimate it will require $$677,000 in the future 
to complete the permanent plant required to support the mission 
previously mentioned. This year we are asking for $125,000 in new 
authorization for an NCO open mess having 4,400 square feet. 

Justification for this project is as follows: The projected perma- 
nent NCO strength at Medina Base is 188. No facilities of this 
type are now provided at Medina Base, and in order to participate 
in activities of an open mess, the NCO’s must go to the Lackland 
AFB NCO mess, which is 6 miles from Medina Base. Other off- 
base recreational facilities are located in San Antonio, Tex., at an 
average distance of 14 miles from the base. 

Mr. Chairman, you will note that a great majority of these facili- 
ties are of the welfare and morale type, and the reason we so sorely 
needs these, sir, is that these people are very closely confined to these 
stations, and it is a high type of security there. They are on 24- 
hour duty, and we just have to have something on the base, sir, to 
keep the morale up. 

Mr. BeLiev. Most. of the NCO open messes, are they in these 
sections ? 

General Suvuter. That is right. Most of those are in this section. 
Four of the total of those are in this category. 

Mr. BeLrev. Four of your total of seven of your open NCO messes 
are in your Armed Forces special weapons project? — 

General Sauter. In other words, White Sands 

Mr. BelLarv. I notice you put in post exchange snack bar and 
lounge in Bossier. That is the only one you have in the entire 
program ? 

General Suuter. I believe that is correct, Mr, BeLieu. 

Senator Case. Did you say the Atomic Energy Commission was 
providing the money on these items ? 

General Suuter. Sir, the Atomic Energy Commission provides 
the money for the four categories I cited. But this money supple- 
ments community-type facilities of primary interest to the Depart- 
ment of Defense, and, for administrative purposes only, they use the 
Army program to request these; I mean, this could be any of the 
other programs, the Air Force or Navy, but it has been, so far as I 
know, included in the Army program. 

Senator Case. You are designated as housekeepers. 

General Sauter. We are designated as the program agency to 
budget for this. ; 

Senator Casr. All right. 

Does that bring us up to overseas ? 

General Suuter. That brings us to the general continental United 
States items. May I go off the record a moment ? 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. BelLirv. Next is the general continental United States, if I 


read it correctly, for $15,202,000. The first item pertains to the 
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research and development installation and facilities in the amount of 
$5 million. Will you give the committee the reasons why this is in- 
cluded in the bill. , 


GENERAL CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


General Suuter. This request of $5 million in support of research 
and development installations and facilities for unforeseen require- 
ments is section 103, title I. 

As I have previously testified, sir, this is to acquire, construct, con- 
vert, rehabilitate, and install permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment for research and development purposes. 

This project is required to provide establishment or development 
of research and development facilities necessitated by new and un- 
foreseen requirements, if determined by the Secretary of Defense that 
deferment of such construction for inclusion in future military con- 
struction authorization acts would be inconsistent with the interests 
of national security. 

We find, Mr. Chairman, that since we can only come up to Con- 
gress normally once each year, we do have urgent requirements for 
which we cannot wait the required number of months to come up to 
the committees and get specific authorization. This is the primary 
reason for this request, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. I notice the wording in section 103 states: 


The Secretary, or his designee, shall notify the Commitees on Armed Services 


of the Senate and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final 
decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken 


under this section, including those real-estate actions pertaining thereto. 

I take it that this particular section would in no way invalidate 
the provisions of Public Law 155 as it pertains to real-estate actions 
over $25,000. 

General SHuter. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLrev. Would there be any objection to notifying the com- 
mittee immediately upon reaching the final decision and prior to im- 
plementation ? 

General Suuter. As far as the notification is concerned, I believe 
that would be the proper thing to do. 

Mr. BreLiev. Prior to implementation ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BreLirv. Did you have any provision in previous law of this 
nature ? 

General Sruter. No, sir. But the Air Force has provisions au- 
thorized last year, I believe, in the amount of $50 million. 

Mr. BeLiev. It was $70 million, but I’ll have to look up the record 
to see. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. BeLinv. We are talking about the provision pertaining to the 
Army, and I notice that this provision also appears in the Navy title 
for the same amount of money, I believe, and in the Air Force for 
$50 million. That may raise a question that shouldn’t be directed to 
the Army necessarily, but is there any reason why all these portions 
shouldn’t be combined in one general provision of the bill, rather than 
contained in separate provisions of each title ? 
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General Suuxer. It is my personal opinion, Mr. Chairman, that 
the proper place for this request is in a general provision. The Army 
would have no objection if this $5 million were included in a general 
provision rather than in title I. 

Mr. BeLirv. What occasions the request this year inasmuch as 
you did not have the authority last year? Did something come up 
last year that caused the military posture or the construction picture 
to be weakened by not having this authority ? 

General Suuter. No, sir. We feel that the pace of research and 
development with respect to guided missiles and modern weapons is 
just such that we find a lack of authority at the proper time to carry 
out a very urgent project in this regard. 

Mr. BeLirv. Is the committee to understand, then, that this au- 
thority is requested to take advantage of the breakthroughs in tech- 
nology as the result of research and development effort, for instance, 
or can you give specific examples ? 

General Suuter. That would certainly be involved. When we 
reach a point where the only thing that would hold up progressing 
forward would be the lack of construction, we would like to get 
started immediately on that construction rather than wait 5, 6, or 
7 months or longer until we can come up in the regular public works 
bill and request authorization. We would like to save that time. 

In cases where the Secretary of Defense certifies that it is in the in- 
terest of national security to do so, we would like to do so. 

The procedure in this case would be for the Secretary of the Army 
to notify the Secretary of Defense that be proposed to spend certain 
portions of this money if authorized. Once having obtained per- 
mission of the Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of Defense 
having notified the committees concerned, then the Secretary of the 
Army would be free to proceed. 

Mr. BeLrev. Would you contemplate utilizing any of this money 
for such things as line items that are constant in this particular bill, 
or are routine in a construction bill? 

General Suuter. Not at all, no, sir. 

Mr. BeLizv. Not for barracks, or PX’s or air strips? 

General Suuter. No, sir; that is not what we had in mind. 

Mr. BeLiev. Next item, please. 


TACTICAL INSTALLATIONS 


General Suvuter. The next item is a request for $1,746,000 for a 
hundred sets of family quarters at Nike sites. 

We have a net deficiency at our Nike sites, counting what we hope 
to accomplish in the fiscal year 1957 execution program, of over 2,000 
sets of family quarters. We are having great difficulty accomplishing 
family quarters construction at these type sites with the Capehart 
provision. 

Mr. ERA Why are you having difficulty with the Capehart pro- 
visions ? 

General SHuter. We are having difficulty, sir, because these are 
small projects, a very small number of houses, and the grade spread 
in such small projects is not conducive to getting a proper house 
under the Capehart Act. 

Mr. BeLiev. You mean proper acceptance of the bid? 

General Suuter. No, sir. In getting the proper grade spread, by 
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that I mean from noncommissioned officer up to the top ranking officer. 
We have to average, as you know, sir, for each mortgage package 
$16,500 a house under the Capehart Act, and we have tried very dil- 
igently to accomplish this type of family housing construction with 

Capehart, and we feel, sir, we must do a considerable number of 
these with direct appropr iated funds. 

Mr. BeLaev. I notice that section 104 of the Army title contains 
a request for authorization not to exceed 300 units of housing which 
may be purchased, and I understand that is for Nike and other such 
installations. 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. BeLiev. Why do you not ask for a broader scope in section 104? 

General Suuter. Sir, this is a permissive section. We are asking 
authority to do this. We are not certain as to how many of these we 
can purchase. We think 300 units is a reasonable request, and that 
may be only 1 at one site, 3 at another site, and so forth. This would 
not at any site we know of completely alleviate the shortage of housing 
at that one battery site. So this is merely a supplementary request, 
so to speak, to supplement what we can do under the Capehart law, 
and what we can do under direct appropriated funds, and with 
leasing. 

Mr. BeLaru. You said this $1,736,000 authorization would provide 
for 100 family units ¢ 

General Suucer. $1,736,000 authorization would provide 100 family 
quarters broken down into 6 field grade, 25 company grade, and 69 
noncommissioned officers. 

Mr. BreLiev. The average cost, of course, by simple arithmetic, is 
$17,036 per unit, then ? 

General Suuver. Including utilities. 

Mr. BeLuev. That includes utilities ? 

General Struter. Yes. 

Mr. BeLrev. How many Nike sites are involved here ? 

General Suucter. The 100 sets of family quarters included in the 
fiscal year 1958 MCA program are planned for construction at 7 Nike 
sites. 

Mr. BeLiev. What is the percentage criteria you are utilizing for 
providing family housing at these Nike sites? In other words, what 
portion of what percentage of those eligible or authorized to have 
family quarters would be provided for by these units? 

General Suuter. Ninety percent of the officers and 19 percent of the 
noncommissioned officers down to corporal with 7 years’ service. 

Mr. BeLizvu. These houses would all come under the space criteria 
of prior law ? 

General Suuter. They would come under both space and cost 
criteria of existing laws. 

Mr. BeLiev. What would be the effect if this were not approved ? 

General Suvcer. If this were not approved, we would not have 
quarters to put 100 families in at our Nike sites, and I would like 
the committee to know that one of our most critical morale problems 
is at these sites, because these people are on constant alert, 7 days a 
week, 24 hours a day, and they have a hard enough life as it is without 
being away from their families, and they have to live ver vy close to 
the site in order to be available on short notice. 
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Mr. BeLiev. Aren’t these sites supposedly stationed near key in- 
stallations in cities, and therefore is there not housing available in the 
local communities for this purpose ¢ 

General Suuer. We, of course, count in our assets all community 
support that is available, and in figuring the community support. we 
have to take into account both the time and space factors; that. is, 
the distance involved in a man’s getting to the site, once an alert. is 
sounded, and also his ability to pay with his quarters allowance for 
the set of quarters which he may either rent or buy. So we have 
figured that in, and that is taken into account in the assets we have in 
this program. 

Specifically, at the Nike sites we have existing assets of 1,049 quar- 
ters, of which 365 are community-supported type. 

Mr. BeLiev. If you don’t have it now with you, will you furnish it 
for the record, a typical example of housing required for a given 
typical Nike site, both for senior officers and junior officers and non- 
commissioned officers ? 

General Suuter. I have that for the record on the key individuals. 
I will have to furnish that as far as the total is concerned. But the 
key individuals are the battery commander-— 

Mr. BeLirv. What is his rank? 

General Suuter. I believe he is a captain. In case we had a co- 
located headquarters at this particular site, then the ranks would be 
higher than captain. 

Mr. BeLiev. You mean a headquarters that serves more than one 
battery ? 

General Suuter. That is right. We would, for efficiency and utili- 
zation of real estate, colocate wherever we could the higher echelon 
headquarters. In that case, of course, some officers involved would be 
higher graded than a captain. 

C ontinuing this—two warrant officers, a launcher platoon sergeant, 
a fire-control platoon sergeant, a materiel chief, mechanical; a ma- 
teriel chief, electrical; an assembly sergeant, electrical; a chief -fire- 
control mechanic; 3 IFC operators; a fire-control platoon leader; a 
fire-control mechanic; 2 launcher section chiefs, a launcher platoon 
leader; and 4 additional launcher section chiefs. That makes a total 
of 20 sets of quarters for key individuals. 

There would be other quarters on top of that, depending on the exact 
number of married personnel within the rules I believe I previously 
gave, the percentage that I previously gave at these sites; but these 
are the key people we feel we must have quarters for. 





TACTICAL INSTALLATIONS SUPPORT FACILITIES 


Mr. BeLiev. All right. I notice the next item is for tactical sup- 
port facilities in the amount of $8,466,000. 

General Suuter. Field maintenance facilities for the perform- 
ance of ordnance, engineer, and signal repair work are normally 
established in support of 1 to 5 Nike battalions. These field main- 
tenance shops, I would call to the attention of the committee, are 
supporting well over a billion-dollar investment throughout the 
continental United States in our Nike system. In these field-mainte- 
nance shops the work will consist of repair of assemblies and sub- 
assemblies and return to the user, replacing unserviceable assemblies, 
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subassemblies, and parts, executin modification work orders, con- 
ducting technical inspections, providing technical assistance, and issu- 
ing parts to the operating battalions. ; 

The above work is normally accomplished with much special test 
equipment and tools and by highly trained civil-service technicians. 

Field maintenance shops are located strategically in order to pro- 
vide 24-hour service to the using units. Therefore, in selecting their 
sites the following factors must be considered: 


Existing Government shops, the network of highways, railroads, 


bridges and ferries, the density of population centers, time and space 
factors, severity of weather conditions, availability of Federal, State, 
commercial facilities in the areas, security, both tactical and for the 
protection of classified equipment located in these shops, and present 
and future deployment of guided-missile battalions. 

Additional missions to be accomplished in these field maintenance 
shops will be the repair of ordnance major items, such a guided mis- 
siles, launchers, ground guidance systems, fire-control systems, signal 
items, such as surveillance radars, radios, and so forth, and engineer- 
ing equipment peculiar to these firing units, such as high-frequency 
generators, elevators, and converters. 

We have been considerably behind in our maintenance logistic sup- 
port of our Nike system. This is a responsibility of the Zone of In- 
terior Army commanders, and we feel we simply must get these main- 
tenance shops built in the right places, so they can carry out the logistic 
support of our Nike system. AJl these items, sir, are in the category 
of logistic support for Nike. 

Mr. BeLrev. They are not tactical sites, Nike firing positions as 
such; they are maintenance positions or facilities, pure and simple? 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. Is this the first increment of the program or do you 
have such already in existence ¢ 

General SHuteER. This is the second increment, sir. I believe last 
year we requested and obtained from Congress authorization for 
something like $8 million for this same type of support. 

Mr. BeLaev. Will this finish the program? 

General SHuter. No, sir. This will not finish the program, but 
it does, together with last year, aileviate the requirement to a major 
degree. 

The reason I say it won't finish the program, sir, is we would have 
to say “we will not expand the Nike program” in order to say that 
it would finish it. 

Mr. BeLrev. And the second increment is to complete the support 
facilities for what you already have? 

General SHULER. It pretty well does, but does not complete it. 

Mr. BeLitev. I mean for your tactical sites already in being. 

General SHutER. That is pretty much so, although there may be 
some requests next year. This pretty well gets us over the hump on 
the basic continental United States Nike support. 

Mr. BeLiev. I notice you have this broken down in the book by 
Army area. I notice a repetition of ordnance field-maintenance shop 
in almost every area. Are these roughly standard at each location? 

General SHuerR. These differ in size; that is, square footage, in 
accordance with the load that has to be accommodated in these shops, 
but they are in general standard-type designs, although you will no- 
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tice most. of them have an X under special design on the justification 
sheet. It merely means that they must be designed to fit the workload 
at. that. location. 

Mr. BeLiev. The workload would be dependent upon the number 
of tactical sites supported ? 

General Suuer. That is right. 

Mr. BeLiev. What do you mean in First Army, for instance, where 
you have just two items, ordnance field maintenance shop, which you 
have covered, and a multipurpose building, housing? What does 
that mean ? 

General SHuueR. These go at Bellemore, N. Y., and the multi- 
purpose building, sir, is br oken down as follows: Three BOQ’s and 
60 enlisted men spaces. Those are bachelor officers’ quarters spaces. 
Latrines, 8,000 square feet. Messing facilities, 2,000 square feet. 
Dayroom and troop information and education room, 1,000 square 
feet. And a supply and orderly room, 1,500 square feet. That is a 
total area of 12,500 square feet, which constitutes the building. 

The remainder of the money, $31,000, is for utilities, and this, sir, 
is to take care of men who must operate the shops at that logistic 
center. 

Mr. BeLrev. On page 549 in volume 3 of the Army justification 
books, it mentions three bachelor officers’ quarters and 60 enlisted 
men’s spaces and latrines, 8,000 square feet. Do you mean by that 
bachelor officers’ spaces for three men ¢ 

General Suvuter. Yes. 

Mr. BeLiev. Sixty enlisted men’s spaces ¢ 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. BeLiev. It doesn’t give you much space, with 63 men to divide 
up for the 8,000 square feet. What is your criteria on that? 

General Suuter. In the first place, this is not permanent con- 
struction, but modified emergency construction, and in dividing 63 
spaces into 8,000 square feet, that gives you roughly 130 square 
feet. per man, wihe h I believe is adequa ite, although it is not too much. 
That would be a little over 10 by 10 on a square-foot basis. I think 
that would be enough square feet per man, and I think in the case of 
the 60 enlisted men’s spaces, that pretty well comes up to the criteria 
of 72 square feet net space a man that we use in our permanent bar, 
racks, 

Mr. BeLiev. The next new item that appears in the book, I believe, 
is the Second Army Cleveland defense area, Ohio. It shows a Nike 
maintenance shop. What is the difference between a Nike mainte- 
nance shop and an ordnance field-maintenance shop / 

General Suvxer. This is for the combined signal, ordnance, and 
engineer-type maintenance, all in one building? 

Mr. BeLizv. You mean a Nike maintenance shop is comparable to 
® general depot, as compared with a specific depot in this field? 

General Suuter. That is right. Instead of having three separate 
shops for each type of maintenance in this partic ‘ular ease the eco- 
nomics of the thing has dictated a combined shop in the Cleveland 
area. 

Mr. BeLiev. The only other new building that I see in the book is 
under Third Army on page C--113, and it is termed an “ordnance 
guided missile direct support building.” 
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What does that mean in comparison to the two previously men- 
tioned ? 

General Sucrer. This particular building is to provide service and 
maintenance facilities including third-echelon-type maintenance for 
Nike guided missiles. This includes repair and servicing of guidance- 
control systems, propulsion systems, painting and packing and ship- 
ping. Nosuch facility is now available at the site. 

I don’t believe the “direct-support” terminology has any special sig- 
nificance, and this could as well have been called an ordnance guided 
missile maintenance building. I think it is unfortunate that the ter- 
minology of “direct support” has been used here, because I don’t think 
it has any significance. 

Mr. BeLiev. You say “shipping.” I would imagine that an instal- 
lation like this would be more on the receiving end than on the ship- 
ping end. Why do you have a shipping requirement here? 

General Sutver. Besides doing the maintenance, you naturally 
would ship out the repaired item back to a site. They a also might 
have spare parts here which are utilized in conjunction with the 

traveling civilian teams we use who work out these logistic-support 
areas and go to the site to effect repairs; perform this type of a mission 
at the site. But I believe that both those terms are a little unfortunate 
in that they do not mean exactly what it appears they mean. This is 
not a shipping center for Nike equipment or repair parts. 

Mr. BeLrev. I can understand the need for close proximity of the 
support facilities to firing installations, but going back for a minute 
to the multipurpose building in Bellemore, a statement is made that 
the nearest Installation than can provide the proposed facilities is 
Fort Totten, over 2 hours distant. Is there any serious impairment 
of meeting the military requirement by having it at a 2-hour distance 
for this type of maintenance ? 

General Sucter. That would be a 4-hour round trip, sir, and we 
feel that it is very important to have every Nike battery ready to fire 
at all times. We don’t even like to lose 4 hours where we are down, 
where we couldn’t fire, were we called upon to do so. 

Mr. BeLiev. You mean without this facility immediately adjacent 
you couldn’t keep your batteries in firing condition? 

General Suuter. That is exactly right. We could have a condition 
like that where we could not. The 2-hour traveling distance is prob- 
ably an average. I would like to take the worse “instance where it 
might, due to traffic and driving conditions, take us longer than 2 
hours. That is the guiding criterion on this proposition “of havi ing 
these things always ready to ) fire. 

Mr. BeLrev. I believe you said earlier in your testimony that con- 
struction at Nike facilities i is not permanent- type construction ? 

General Suvter. That is right. It is modified-emergency, single- 
story, wood-frame, light- roof, cement-block type of construction, as 
against a heavier, multistoried type that we have at our permanent 
installations. 

Mr. BeLiev. And these facilities fall within that category ? 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. Next item. 
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OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


ALASKAN AREA 
ALASKA, GENERAL 


General Suurer. The next item is in Alaska, under “Alaska, 
general.” 

Mr. BeLiev. This is not classified ? 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Under “Alaska, general,” we are requesting 15 sets of family quar- 
ters for $658,000 authorization. Upon establishment of the Alaskan 
petroleum pipeline system a personnel survey supported a need for 
185 civilian spaces to operate the pipeline. Approved authorization 
for 185 spaces was granted by the Department of the Army on Feb- 
ruary 15, 1956. 

I hasten to add that this type authorization is not to be confused 
with the type that Congress affords us, sir. 

Recruiting experience indicates only married personnel will con- 
sider extended employment at isolated camps of the Alaskan petro- 
leum pipeline system, and then only on the basis of Government- 
furnished family quarters. 

The housing requirement for 62 family units exists at the remote 
areas of this >ipeline system. Forty-one units are presently available, 
leaving a deficit requirement of 21. This project we request, sir, of 
15 sets of family quarters will satisfy a portion of the 21 deficiency. 
The average cost per unit is $30,000, which comes within the rules of 
overseas MCA family housing. 

mn BeLiev. Did you say 16 units for “Alaska, general,” totaling 
$658,000 ? 

"Gea Sucter. Fifteen units. 

Mr. BeLiev. That would give you a total, would it not, in excess 
of $40.000 per unit? 

General Suvirr. I believe you are considering the utilities. My 
figure is to the 5-foot line of the house, which is the unit cost of the 
house under the st: itutory limits. The statutory limits do not cover 
bevond the 5-foot line. 

Mr. BeLrev. How will these quarters compare with those con- 
structed in the ZI? 

General Suuter. These will be roughly about 2 to 1 on the cost 
index in comparison between this area in Alaska and the average in 
the zone of the interior. 

Mr. BeLrev. Then spacewise they would meet the same criteria 
utilized here? 

General Suvter. Spacewise, that is correct, since, although we are 
allowed a 10-percent increase overseas in space, plus another 10 per- 
cent for commanding generals, in no case are these qualified under the 
second 10 percent. 

Mr. BeLrev. All right, going back a minute, how much total are 
you asking for in the Alaskan theater? 

General Suvter. In the total Alaskan theater? 

Mr. BeLrev. Yes. 

General Suutrr. $15,032,000. 

Mr. BeLirv. Thank you. Let us go to the next one. 
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EIELSON AIR FORCE BASE 


General Suuter. The next item is at Eielson Air Force Base, 
Alaska, a request for $248,000 for a battalion headquarters and serv- 
ice building. 

This project is required to provide permanent facilities for bat- 
talion headquarters and storage, communications center, troop infor- 
mation and education, and post office. Present needs are being met 
by use of diverted permanent barracks and temporary quonset huts. 
The barracks space is urgently needed for enlisted men’s housing and 
will revert to its original design to use. 

The quonset huts are in poor condition and will be dismantled and 
returned to stock upon construction of this facility. 

As the committee is probably aware, we have a combat ground-pro- 
tection mission at certain Air Force bases in Alaska. This is one of 
those bases, and we must budget for our own facilities where they are 
for our primary use. 

Mr. BeLiv. Are these contracts let on a competitive-bid basis in 
Alaska? 

General Suuter. Yes; they are let on a competitive-bid basis. 

Mr. BeLrev. Your unit cost here of $27.20 would compare with 
about half that in the ZI; is that correct ? 

General Suuter. Roughly half of that. 

Mr. BeLiev. You may proceed. 

General Sutter. Colonel Gould has looked up the index and in- 
forms me it is exactly 2, which would make that about half, as I have 
stated. 

Mr. BeLiev. Next item. 


FORT GREELY 


General Siuver. The next item is for $891,000 at Fort Greely, 
Alaska, for a vehicle maintenance shop for the Arctic test branch. 
This project is required to provide facilities for first- and second- 
echelon maintenance and warm storage for organizational vehicles. 
Winter temperatures that go down to —60° necessitate provision of 
warm storage facilities for vehicles’ starting and functional use. 
There are no existing repair facilities, and only approximately 35 
percent of heated storage requirements available. 

The nearest civilian repair shops are located at Fairbanks 105 miles 
away and the nearest military installation is north of the Alaskan 
range, located at Ladd Air Force Base, and EKielson Air Force Base, 
the closest of these being 90 miles distant, making their use imprac- 
tical. 

These are vehicles assigned to the Army personnel at this station. 

Mr. BeLiev. How does this facility compare with the one men- 
tioned previously in the hearings in New Hampshire, I believe ? 

General Suvier. The project you mentioned in New Hampshire 
would undoubtedly put some requirements on the Arctic test branch 
at Fort Greely. This branch is the user of these vehicles and needs 
these facilities in order to carry out certain portions of their experi- 
mentation and research at Fort Greely and in the vicinity. 

Mr. BeLrev. If I remember correctly, the prev iously mentioned in- 
stallation was primarily for construction criteria in cold, frigid cli- 
mates. This is for the operation of vehicles. 
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General Suuter. This particular facility is for the operation of 
administrative vehicles that these personnel use at Fort Greely in 
discharging their various duties. 

Mr. BeLrev. Next item. 


LADD AIR FORCE BASE 


General Suvuuer. The next request is for $1,878,000 for 50 sets 
of family quarters at Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska. These fam- 
ily quarters are required to provide permanent housing for per- 
sonnel stationed at this installation. Considering the units to be re- 
tained, the units requested in this program and 69 units of available 
adequate community support, Ladd Air Force Base has a remaining 
deficit of 560 units. 

Due to the high cost of construction in Alaska, it is not possible 
to obtain this housing under the title VIII program. ‘There are no 
adequate Gover nment housing that can be utilized on a temporary 
basis and offpost housing is extremely limited, which results in ex- 
tended waiting periods for dependents desiring movement to this 
installation. 

Mr. BeLrev. What is the current tour of duty for an officer with 
a family in Alaska? 

General Suuter. I believe it is 3 years. 

Mr. BeLiev. Three years currently ¢ 

General Suuter. Witha family, I believe that is correct. 

Mr. BeLiev. Without a family is there a difference / 

General Suuter. I believe it is 2 years, but I will check on that and 
make certain that my answer is revised if that is wrong. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


Normal tour (extract AR 614-30) 


| 
With de- | Without} No de- 


Country or area pendents | depend- | pendents 
ents 
‘elles ae i 
Alaska: | 
Fort Richardson; Ladd, Eielson and Elmendorf AFB; vicinity of | Months | Months | Months 

Anchorage and Fairbanks. ._- . — : 36 24 | 24 
Juneau, Fort Greely, Wildwood Station_- 24 24 | 24 
Whittier. S etad 4 24 18 18 


All other areas__- / i ‘ : 24 12 | 12 


Mr. BeLiev. The committee could understand, by increasing the 
family quarters in a remote area like this, that it w vould be possible 
to increase the length of tour for a higher percentage of the com- 
mand and therefore save on tr ansportation costs. 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. These houses are also to be constructed on the same 
criteria space which is, as modified by overseas regulations, the same 
as used in the ZI? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. Next item. 
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FORT RICHARDSON 


General Suvier. The next request is for $6,447,000 at Fort Rich- 
ardson, Alaska. There are a number of items. The first eight items 
are all in support of Army rotary-wing aircraft at this station. The 
remaining 2 items are for 100 sets of family quarters and for roads, 
streets, and grounds, a fifth increment at this station. 

The total aircraft involved here, sir, is 34 aircraft. 

Mr. BreLiev. All rotating wing? 

General Suuter. These facilities are all for utility and cargo helli- 
copter, sir, and for a light-cargo helicopter company at Fort Rich- 
ardson. These are similar to the other aviation-support facilities 
that we have discussed throughout the program, sir. 

On the 100 sets of family quarters at Fort Richardson, these houses 
are required to provide family housing for officers stationed at this 
post. Senior field grade officers are currently occupying the same 
type housing as company grade and noncommissioned officers, which 
we feel is not conducive to good morale from either viewpoint. We 
are not able under the Capehart Act to build family quarters in 
Alaska under the current limitations of that act. This is for 16 
colonel sets of quarters, 28 field grade, and 56 company grade. The 
deficit in family quarters at this station, considering all possible com- 
munity support and assets, is still 1,272 sets of family quarters. 

Mr. BeLrev. You contemplate no change in troop basis up there? 

General Suuter. No, sir, not that I know of. 

Mr. BeLiev. Going back to your aviation facilities for a minute, 
you probably wouldn’t be able to compare exactly, but the hangar 
shop at Fort Richardson is estimated at $685,000. At Fort Ord, 
Calif., the hangar shop is estimated at $428,000. Would these be 
similar types of facilities? The reason I request this information 
is that the cost construction index is 2, on the surface you would 
think the hangar shop in Alaska would cost in excess of $800,000. 

General Suuter. In the first place, I know the committee is 
aware that the cost index is not constant all over Alaska, all over 
the Alaskan area. It is much higher north of the Alaskan range. 
The 2.0 I gave you was for the area we had under discussion at. the 
time I gave that cost index. At this particular position in Alaska, 
at Fort Richardson, the cost index is 1.7 so it isn’t quite as high as 
the other area compared to the United States. This is the same num- 
ber of square feet in the hangar. I assure this committee that the 
engineers has made an estimate of both these hangars based on all the 
factors involved at each location, including contractor experience in 
these two areas, 

Mr. BeLiev. I was interested in this item because in your prior 
presentation of aviation facilities at Zone of Interior installations, you 
not only talked about helicopters but. fixed-wing aircraft. You just 
mentioned that these facilities at Richardson were designed for heli- 
copters. It would seem to me your mission might change sometime 
and you might want to utilize these facilities for, fixed-wing aircraft. 
Consequently, it might be better, economically, to put multipurpose 
facilities in rather than design only for rotary blade. 
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General Suuter. These are standard plans for rotary wing, and 
when and if we do have need for fixed wing facilities there, we would 
ask for a shop for fixed wing facilities at that time. That is our 

ractice, sir, rather than combine rotary and fixed wing in the one 

acility for maintenance. 

Mr. BeLaev. I can understand why you might have to ask for an 
extension of the runway if you put fixed wings in, but I was thinking 
perhaps a hangar could be multipurpose. That ‘would seem logical. 

General Suuxer. One thing is the location of the hangar. It is 
awfully hard to have a rotary wing complex separate and away from 
the fixed wing complex and yet have the maintenance hangars com- 
bined. That does enter into the thing. 

Mr. BreLiev. Going on to the roads, streets, and grounds, fifth in- 
crement, total amount of $1 million, I noticed ‘that last year the com- 
mittee authorized on the basis of the Army’s request $750,000 for the 
fourth increment. It was then called roads, streets, walks, et cetera. 
Is this fifth increment the final increment ? 

General Suvuter. For the information of this committee, this item 
is an increment of roads, streets, walks, parking areas, and other 
site improvements that are required to serve 22 existing permanent 
buildings and to provide two large hardstands for the post engi- 
neer and motor park area. Existing buildings were constructed 
> rior years military construction Ar my programs without essen- 

permanen oe and site improvements. 

wetnisting needs are being met by use of dirt and/or pit-run gravel 
roads with inadequate drainage which results in excessive mainte- 
nance vehicles becoming mired in the mud during spring thaws and 
excessive dust conditions during the summer mont he 

This is 1 of 2 areas, the other being Okinawa, where instead 
of programming these type supporting facilities with each project 
as we normally do, we have done these in what we call increments. 
In other words, we have made up the master plan and we have come 
to the Congress and asked for an increment as we needed it. We have 
gotten a little behind in Alaska and that is the reason why the fifth 
increment follows within 1 year the fourth increment. 

In answer to your question, which I realize I haven’t answered yet, 
sir, as to whether this is the last increment, I don’t believe it is by 
some degree, because we still have a remaining planned authorization 
to request at this station, sir, in order to complete the master plan of 
around $80 million. I am sure, sir, that there will be further incre- 
ments included in that amount. They are priced in there to support 
the future construction. 

Mr. BeLrev. One other question before we leave Alaska. The “Unit 
operations building” in the amount of $135,000, which is item 184 on 
page C-123, part 2 of the justification sheet, cost. estimates, shows an 
item for utilities including roads and walks of $18,000. These roads 
and walks, I take it, then, are just to serve this building and not part 
of your overall master plan previously mentioned in the fifth incre- 
ment. 

General Suuter. That is correct. 

These are local around this building and not a part of the entire 
post master plan area. 

Mr. BeLrev. You might call them driveways and so forth ? 
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General Suuter. Yes, sir. They wouldn’t qualify under the in- 
cremental program procedure I described. 
Mr. BeLiev. Next item. 


TACTICAL INSTALLATIONS 


General SuHuter. The next item, sir, is a request for 150 sets of 
family quarters in the amount of $4,910,000 at tactical sites in Alaska. 
By that I mean Nike sites in Alaska. This request breaks down into a 
number of company grade and noncommissioned officers sets of family 
quarters in various areas at Nike sites, and the reason for the differ- 
ential in cost is because of the varied location in Alaska, some being 
north of the range and some south of the range. 

There are 5 company grade quarters at $23,800 apiece to the 5-foot 
line. All of these prices are to the 5-foot line. Twenty noncommis- 
sioned officers quarters at $20,400 apiece. In another location, 15 
company grade sets of quarters at $28,000. Sixty noncommissioned 
officers quarters at $24,000. These are each. And in the third location 
10 company grade sets of quarters at $28,000 apiece and 40 noncom- 
missioned officers quarters at $24,000 apiece. 

These family quarters are required to provide housing for per- 
sonnel stationed at the tactical sites in Alaska. 

There is no housing, Government or private, available to these sites. 
The personnel occupying these sites are on a 24-hour alert status, 7 
days a week. We feel in this area, in order to maintain the morale 
of these personnel and assure the efficient accomplishment of their 
mission, that we must provide adequate family housing at these sites. 

Mr. BeLrtev. Going back to the general subject of Nike, a while ago 
when we were discussing “Continental United States, general,” we had 
an item of approximately $1,700,000 for family quarters, I believe, at 
Nike sites in the United States. Then we had an item of approximately 
$8,400,000, or $8,500,000, for tactical support facilities. Now, this 
item, total $4.9 million, which added to the previous two mentioned, 
is $15,100,000, 

Previously in the hearings Secretary Short, I believe, mentioned 
that approximately $115 million of the total Army requests was for 
Nike facilities, Does that $115 million include the amount I just 
mentioned, the $15.1? 

General Suuter. No, sir; it does not include the amount just 
mentioned. 

Mr. BeLiev. Next item. 


PACIFIC COMMAND AREA 
TRIPLER ARMY HOSPITAL, HAWAII 


General Suuter. The next item, sir, is in the Pacific theater at 
Tripler Hospital, Territory of Hawaii, a request for $154,000 of 
authorization for 2 passenger elevators. 

We have a condition there, sir, where the shafts for the elevators 
exist. This is merely the procurement and installation of the ele- 
vators in order to alleviate the condition where people have to wait 
long periods of time to go up and down between floors at Tripler 
Army Hospital. 
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Mr. BreLaev. Don’t they have elevators there now ? 

General SuHuter. They have two, but they are not enough to take 
care of the flow of traffic in an economical or timely fashion. These 
additional two elevators would alleviate that and give us a normal 
flow of traffic. 

Mr. BeLiev. Would this be done on a competitive bid basis? 

General Suuter. Yes. 

Mr. BeLiev. Next item. 


CARIBBEAN COMMAND AREA 
FORT BUCHANAN, PUERTO RICO 


General Sauter. The next item is in the Caribbean, Fort Buchanan, 
P. R., a request for $273,000 for 2 items, a guardhouse, $136,000, and 
a boilerhouse, $137,000. 

The first item, the guardhouse, is to provide a permanent type 
guardhouse at this station. Existing facilities are located in semi- 
permanent structures which were built in 1941-42, which have com- 
pletely outlived their useful life. We would demolish the existing 
buildings once this new guardhouse is constructed. 

Mr. BeLaev. Are you using the old buildings now ? 

General Sauter. Yes; we are. 

Mr. BeLirv. What would be the effect of not authorizing this? 

General Suuter. We feel that the present guardhouse is a dis- 
grace, and we feel that we must replace it in order to put prisoners 
in there. 

Mr. BeLiev. Wouldn’t the present guardhouse be more conducive 
to keeping people out of it than a modern structure ? 

General Suvner. It doesn’t seem to work that: w ay. 

Mr. BeLagv. Couldn’t you get along with the old standard and 
try it that way ? 

General Suuter. We don’t feel we can. 

I point out that in a program that has been reviewed down to the 
low figure that we have requested of Congress, we would not include 
this as an item if we didn’t think it was of a high priority and needed 
to be done. 

Mr. BeLizv. How many prisoners do you normally maintain? 

General Suuter. May I furnish that for the record ? 

Mr. BeLrev. Yes, and you might furnish the standard that the 
Army expects to construct to for facilities of this type. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

This would be to a standard plan, permanent construction, and I 
will furnish that for the record, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The proposed guardhouse will accommodate 20 prisoners and has been pro- 
gramed in accordance with standard space allowances for an installation of this 
size. 

The planned facility will be of permanent-type construction—masonry con- 
struction with reinforced concrete frame and masonry units; reinforced concrete 
floor slab on grade, roof of reinforced concrete with 5-ply built-up roofing. 

Mr. BeLrev. Next item, 

General Suuter. On the boilerhouse, this item is required to re- 
place the present laundry boilerhouse which is a wood-frame struc- 
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ture covered with corrugated, galvanized iron roofing and_sid- 
ing, built in 1940. Various structural members are heavily infested 
with termites and dry rot and roofing material has deteriorated be~ 
yond the scope of normal maintenance, having numerous leaks that 
resent a safety hazard. Furthermore, the present building is not 
sas enough for the intended purpose. 

The boiler serves the only laundry in this command and if it be- 
comes inoperative due to boiler damage, it will seriously hamper oper- 
ations of all installations in this command, especially Rodriguez Army 
Hospital. 

The existing structure will be demolished and the proposed struc- 
ture built around the existing boilers. 

Mr. BeLiev. No commercial facility exists that could contract for 
the laundry ? 

General Suuter. No, sir. We have looked into that, sir, and we 
feel that this is the only way we can do the job there. It has been 
certified by the Department of Defense as a noncompetitive com- 
mercial item. 

Mr, BeLrev. You say this facility serves the hospital ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. Next item. 


FORT GULICK, CANAL ZONE 


General Suuter. Next item is a chapel center at Fort Gulick, C. Z., 
$289,000. As I mentioned before, unfortunately we only have two 
chapels requested in this program this year. This is one of them. 

Mr. BreLiev. You say that currently services are being held in a 
barracks building? 

General Suvuter. That is correct, sir. That is completely inade- 
quate for the religious activity we need to carry on. 

Mr. BeLirv. What are you going to do with the barracks building 
when you get a new chapel? 

General Souter. The facility -we are now using will be returned to 
its original designation for reassignment as a barracks building. 

Mr. BeLrev. You mean it will be utilized as a barracks building? 

General SuHuter. That is right. 

Mr. BeLirv. It is adequate for a barracks building? 

General Souter. Yes, sir; we feel it is. 

Mr. BeLrev. Next item. 

General Suuer. The next item, sir, is “United States Army, 
Europe”; however, it is a classified item and I ask the permission of 
the chairman to defer it until I have covered the next item, at. which 
time I will request an executive session for all of the remainder of the 
program, the classified portion. 

Mr. BeLiev. All right. Proceed on the unclassified portion, and 
we will take up all the classified matters at one executive session. 


ARMED FORCES, FAR EAST 


General Suuter. The next item is in Korea, where we are requesting 
authorization for $10 million. 

I would like for the information of the committee to justify this 
project now. 
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In fiscal year 1957, in an effort to ameliorate the substandard living 

conditions of the troops in Korea, the Department of the Army ini- 
tiated a troop facilities improvement program for the major troop 
areas in Korea. 
_ The cessation of hostilities in Korea found United States troops liv- 
ing under combat conditions and supplies with none of the standards 
of living normally associated with peacetime service. Housing was 
generally confined to tents or, at the best, to old Japanese pre-World 
War IJ buildings of substandard design and construction. Water 
supplies were extremely limited, sewage disposal was an unknown 
luxury and such electric power or lighting as was available was pro- 
vided by a multiude of generators, undependable in service and ex- 
pensive to operate and maintain. 

The troop facilities improvement program was initiated with $6 
million in funds authorized in fiscal year 1957. This sum enabled 
the Army to make a substantial start in providing basic water, elec- 
tric, and sewage facilities as well as an initial increment of pre- 
fabricated buildings to provide improvements to barracks, messes, 
shows, and latrines on an emergency standard basis. 

The application of this authorization and funding was distributed 
against the following requirements: Water systems, sewage systems, 
latrines, showers, and mess buildings, improvements to living quarters 
and maintenance supply, and logistical support facilities. 

In fiscal year 1958 the Department of the Army is requesting addi- 
tional funds in the amount of $7.2 million to continue the improve- 
ment of the troop support and operational facilities for combat forces 
in Korea. 

Mr. BeLiaev. Just a minute, General Shuler. 

I may have lost the place here, but I thought the justification said 
$10 million. 

General Suuuer. Yes, sir; I am about to get to that. 

Mr. BeLiev. Pardon me. Go ahead. 

General Suvurer. And $2.8 million for construction of headquar- 
ters and troop facilities necessary for the establishment of the Com- 
mander in Chief, United Nations command, and his staff in Korea. 
Those two figures make up the $10 million total. This latter re- 
quirement, that is for the United Nations command facilities gen- 
erated as a result of the Joint Chiefs of Staff decision to reorganize 
the command structure in the Pacific area so as to reduce the number 
of headquarters operating in that theater and to streamline the chain 
of command to permit more flexibility and efficient use of combat 
forces in that command. 

Mr. BeLiev. Now, you are moving the headquarters from Japan to 
Korea in this case; is that correct ? 

General SHuter. Two of the key factors in this reorganization that 
I have mentioned is the disestablishment of CINCFE in Japan and 
the establishment of CINCUNC in Korea. 

Mr. BeLiev. What will happen to the facilities you are vacating in 
Japan? 

General SHuter. We would utilize some of the facilities in Japan, 
because I believe there is a portion of the command that would re- 
main in Japan, but the facilities that we would not use—this is my 
personal opinion, since this is what happened in other areas, such 
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as when we got out of Austria—we would probably turn those facili- 
ties back to the Japanese Government. 
Mr. BeLarv. Last year, you remember, as a late starter in the con- 


struction authorization bill, the request was made for, I believe, $6. 


million. 

General Sauter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. The committee report stated: 

At the request of the Army the committee has added to the bill and recom- 
mends its approval and authorization in the amount of $6 million to provide 


for more permanent type troop housing for the soldiers in Korea. The Army is 
urged promptly to provide these facilities before winter sets in if at all possible. 


Are those structures completed? Were they completed before the 
winter set in? 

General Suuter. They are all under contract and a great many of 
them are completed. I can’t say they were all completed before winter 
set in, but I do know that the command expedited this construction 
and got it under contract right away. I don’t feel we could have gone 
faster than we did, sir. 

Mr. BeLirv. Are we still using tents for troop housing in Korea? 

General Suuter. No, sir; all the troops, the majority of the troops, 
are out of tents in Korea, either by this construction or by furnishing 
the command prefabricated type buildings which have been erected. 

Mr. BeLiev. Where would the materials come from, from which 
these facilities wil be constructed ? 

General Suuter. As much as possible, local materials will be used 
from the area. There may be some material furnished by the con- 
tractors who bid competitively on the job and procure their materials. 
But I am certain that most of these materials will come from the local 
area. 

Mr. BeLirv. Are the contractors local or will they come from the 
United States ? 

General Suuter. The contractors who do this work over there really 
are a combination of both local contractors and contractors from the 
United States. We, of course, have to use what we can get in order 
to get this construction done over there in as economical a fashion 
as possible. 

Mr. BeLrev. Break this $10 million down again for me, please. 
Approximately $8 million for troop housing and facilities and ap- 
proximately 2 2 million for headquarters buildings; is that correct? 

General Suuter. The breakdown, sir, is $7.2 million to continue the 
improvement of troop facilities and $2. '8 million for the construction 
of headquarters and troop facilities necessary for the establishment 
of the commander in chief, United Nations Command, and his staff 
in Korea. 

Mr. BeLrev. Will the $7 million, added to the $6 million authorized 
last year, complete this program in Korea ? 

General Souter. No, sir. I believe the Command desires to come 
in with an additional request for next year’s program. I cannot say 
that it will end up in the program that reaches Congress. I cannot 
look that far into the future. 

Mr. BeLirv. Can you give the committee an idea of the magnitude 
of this program ? . 


General Suuter. I believe the last figure I heard was around $10 
to $12 million. 
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Mr. BeLiev. Additional ? 

General SHuter. Additional. 

Mr. BeLiev. What type of headquarters building will there be and 
what facilities will it include / 

General Suvter. Well, sir, this will be a headquarters building 
which is an office type building where the commander and his staff 
perform staff work, and then, in addition to that, we will have to have 
mess facilities and barracks facilities, and the normal type facilities 
you would use to quarter the people who work in headquarters. It is 
just a headquarters c omplex installation in Korea. 

Mr. BelLarv. Why can’t it be combined with the existing Army 
headquarters? — 

General Suuter. We have had a very careful study made on the 
requirements for this headquarters, including the use of existing 
buildings in Korea, hotels, whatever may be available, and we have 
determined that we simply cannot utilize any building there, either 
because of space or the type of facility. 

Mr. BeLirv. The next item. 


RESCISSION OF CERTAIN AUTILORIZATIONS 


General Suuter. At this point I ask the committee to take up the 
matter of rescission of certain authorizations which the Department 
of the Army no longer needs. 

Mr. BeLirev. Isn’t this rather unusual, asking for an increase of 
$23 million at the same time that vou are asking for arescission? (See 
appendix ITT, p. 776.) 

General Suuter. The increased authorization that we are asking 
for is sorely needed in order to allow us to place under contract line 
items which we have definitely a need to carry out. The rescission 
which I am offering is authorization we no longer need, and we feel 
that it is good business management to reduce as rapidly as we can 
the amount of unfunded authorization we have in existence that we no 
longer intend to build. 

The line items involved in this requested rescission are offered for 
the record. The three public laws involved are Public Law 968, 84th 
Congress, in the amount of $280,000; Public Law 161, 84th Congress, 
in the amount of $5,436,800; Public Law 534, 83d Congress, in the 
amount of $3,992,300. 

As an example, 1 of the items in the amount of $4,056, 800 is for 
7 enlisted men’s permanent barracks at Fort Campbell, Ky. 

As I previously stated in my testimony, we had a change in the com- 
position of troops at Fort Campbell. “The regimental “combat team 
was moved out of the station, and the 101st Airborne Division was 
designated to be converted to a pentomic division. We did need the 
seven barracks before that took place, but we did not award them be- 

cause we had a reduction in the permanent planned strength for Fort 
C ampbell such that we no longer need these at this station. There- 
fore it serves no purpose for the Army to retain this authorization 
because we cannot use it for anything else. As another example, a 
part of this is residual authorization; that is, we have awarded the 
contracts for less than the authorization provided ; therefore, we have 
a residual and we cannot use it. We would like to have rescinded as 
much of the unusable authorization as we can because of the justified 
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insistence of Congress that we try to get our authorization and our 
appropriated money more nearly in balance. 

I offer this list for the record. 

Mr. BeLrev. You may submit it for the record for such considera- 
tion as the committee deems appropriate. 

(The submission made by General Shuler follows :) 


Authorization no longer required and offered for rescission by Department of the 
Army, 85th Cong. 


Puble Law 006, S4th Oo@i 2s sess he de conn $280, 000 

Aes Cipmies)  Comter, WM ogo eee ae neeioan $280, 000 
1385—renovate 2 buildings for troop Hag 

Public Law .16), OAR COM sect tn Sheed 5, 486, 800 

Lordstown Ordnance Depot, Ohio__--------------.--_-_- $875, 000 
1—firewalks and sprinklers (7 buildings ) 

PLUIRIES, , SOOO BI, I os cxcterbhicw manatee 84, 000 
23—cold-storage warehouse 

RT CCIE. Te, oe i deeded 263, 000 
128—renovate 2 buildings for troop Hag 

Rocky.-Mouatain Arsenal, Colos...o. 2 eek 158, 000 
7—loading dock with dunnage shop 

I a 4, 056, 800 


538—7 enlisted men barracks buildings 
(1 263-man and 6 326-man) 


Public Law 534, 88d Cong_ ~~~ ai er ee een ee melee 3, 992, 300 
De. Cie SOG, NW a sic hie ct Pde eee $472, 200 
43—enlisted men barracks (263-man) 
ON MII nin citi xcstns insects o-oo agus amen cs eee ee 
20417 motor repair ' shops: . ..- 2 (634, 000) 
3704-4 quoter ‘repair whomess 320 Sel es (246, 000) 
o8—4 enlisted men messes._____.._...-_____-______ (131, 000) 
169—5 battalion administration buildings._....___.______ (104, 000) 
SE I nc cla ck pet vce oe cine Gee ene ee 585, 100 


47—2 aircraft hangars (AAS) 
40—hardstands (AAS) 

Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska__________- 
48—tactical troop facility (partial) 


ibe ca beets ace 267, 000 


Ran Aer WOLCO ee, AIOE se ee ee 411, 000 
72— tactical troop facility (partial) 
BODE Das : Ma  . 1, 142, 000 


114—tactical troop facility (partial) 
TNA ces waste tek cn RS ities deca hint oo ko haa Ace a a, ae he 9, 709, 100 


(Whereupon, at 5:20 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, subject te 


call.) 


98272—-57 34+ 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 6, 1957 


Unrrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Minirary CONSTRUCTION 
OF THE CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 2:05 p. m., in 
room 212, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Stennis (presiding), Jackson, and Case. 

Also present : K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Stennis. The committee will come to order, please. 

I have a short statement here. 

The purpose of today’s session is to commence hearings on title IT, 
the Navy portion of S. 1940, the fiscal year 1958 military construction 
authorization bill. 

The Navy title of this bill contains new authorization requests in 
the amount of approximately $435 million, plus requested revisions 
on additions to prior-year authorizations in the amount of approxi- 
mately $42,500,000, 

The record will show the principal witnesses for today. 

I will omit all names here except the Honorable Fred Bantz, As- 
sistant Secretary of the Navy for Material. 

Secretary Bantz, this is your first time to be here before this: sub- 
committee in your capacity as Assistant Secretary of the Navy for 
Material, and we extend to you a hearty welcome. 

Mr. Banrz, Thank you, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I understand you and other principal witnesses 
have brief prepared statements which you may either read or insert 
in the record, and then address yourself to the subject at hand. 

Senator Jackson, Secretary Bantz has a prior engagement with the 
House at 8, so he is going to stay with us as long as he can, and then 
he will have to retire. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to join with you 
in welcoming Secretary Bantz to the subcommittee. 

I had the privilege of being with him out in my State on the oc- 
casion of Armed Forces-Day, and I had the pleasure of flying back 
with him, and I know that with his long business experience he will 
make a fine contribution for the Navy and for the country. 

Mr. Banrz. Thank you, sir. 

I hope that reference to the flight had nothing to do with our 
troubles. 

Senator Stennis. I know the job was well done. 

Some Armed Forces Day I hope to have the two of you down in 
Mississippi. 
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All right, Mr. Secretary, you may proceed. 


STATEMENT OF HON. FRED BANTZ, ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF 
THE NAVY (MATERIAL) ; ACCOMPANIED BY VICE ADM. HERBERT 
G. HOPWOOD, USN, DEPUTY CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS 
(LOGISTICS) ; VICE ADM. WILLIAM V. DAVIS, JR., USN, DEPUTY 
CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS (AIR); REAR ADM. LEROY V. 
HONSINGER, USN, DEPUTY AND ASSISTANT CHIEF, BUREAU OF 
SHIPS; CAPT. JOHN W. AILES, USN, DIRECTOR, SHORE ESTAB- 
LISHMENT DEVELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE DIVISION, AND 
SENIOR MEMBER, SHORE STATION DEVELOPMENT BOARD, OFFICE 
OF CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; MILES G. WEDEMAN, SPECIAL 
ASSISTANT FOR FACILITIES, OFFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
OF NAVY (MATERIAL); CAPT. CHARLES L. WERTZ, USN, DI- 
RECTOR OF STAFF, SHORE STATION DEVELOPMENT BOARD, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; CAPT. J. HENRY 
ETTER, CEC, USN, DIRECTOR, CONSTRUCTION DIVISION, BUREAU 
OF YARDS AND DOCKS; WILFRED P. TIENCKEN, SR., REAL ESTATE 
CONSULTANT, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS; COMDR. WILLIAM 
T. MALEY, BRANCH MANAGER, AVIATION FACILITIES, BUREAU 
OF YARDS AND DOCKS; REAR ADM. CLIFFORD S. COOPER, USN, 
DEPUTY AND ASSISTANT CHIEF, BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS; 
COMDR. CHARLES A. BALDWIN, USN, HEAD, CONTINENTAL 
PLANNING SECTION, LOGISTICS PLANS DIVISION, OFFICE OF 
CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; REAR ADM. ROBERT H. MEADE, 
CEC, USN, CHIEF OF CIVIL ENGINEERS; CAPT. KENNETH J. 
SANGER, USN, AVIATION AND PLANS DIVISION, OFFICE OF CHIEF 
OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; CAPT. HOWARD E. BORN, USN, DIREC- 
TOR, CHORE ESTABLISHMENT DIVISION, BUREAU OF AERO- 
NAUTICS; AND MARK R. HANABURY, HEAD, PUBLIC WORKS 
CONSTRUCTION BRANCH, BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS 


Mr. Bantz. Thank you, sir. I will read the statement, if you do 
not mind,sir. Itis brief and will take but a few minutes. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Bantz. Mr. Chairman, this is my first appearance as Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Navy (Material) before this committee in con- 
nection with the military-construction program of the Navy and 
Marine Corps. 

The Department of the Navy is requesting new authorizations for 
military construction in fiseal year 1958 of $435,099,000. Vice Adin. 
H. G. Hopwood, Deputy Chief of Naval Operations (Logistics) will 
discuss with you the requirements which generate the need for the 
projects contained in the program. 

Before Admiral Hopwood and other representatives discuss the 
fiscal year 1958 program with you, I want to mention the work we are 
undertaking to improve the management of the facilities of the Navy 
and Marine Corps from the time a facility is first conceived to the 
time that it is declared excess by the Department. 
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Two years ago, a program was started under the leadership of my 
predecessor, Assistant Secretary Fogler, looking toward the improve- 
ment of the management of real property. This program involved 
the establishment of firm policies for the management of real estate, 
assigning to the Bureau of Yards and Docks responsibility for exec- 
uting those policies, eliminating multiple or unnecessary reviews of 
real- “property actions, the delegation to field activities of authority 
and responsibility for ¢ carrying out certain real-property actions, and 
substantially reducing paperwork, Notable progress has been made 
in this area, and we are beginning to derive great benefit from this 
program. 

In the near future, we plan to enlarge this program to cover all 
aspects of facilities management. In general, the program covers 
Shore Establishment development planning, annual military con- 
struction program formulation, construction, facilities maintenance 
and operation, evaluation of facilities holdings, and housing. This 
program will be a cooperative effort on the part of the Office of the 
Secretary, the Chief of Naval Operations, the Chief of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks, and the other bureaus and offices of the Depart- 
ment. 

In several of these areas, a good deal of work is already forward. 
For example, the Chief of Naval Operations is currently revising the 
procedures for preparation of the individual Shore Establishment 
master development plans. In connection with the review of the 
annual military- construction program, we are utilizing electronic 
data-processing techniques to simplify the review of the program and 
to develop information which will be of use in the execution of the 
program when it is approved by Congress. In the area of facilities 
maintenance, the Bureau of Yards and Docks has already put into 
effect programs for control of maintenance and utilities conservation. 
Further refinement of accounting and inventory systems will enable 
us to utilize information coming from these programs to identify fa- 
cilities which should be replaced and amortized in short periods of 
time by reason of reductions in operating and maintenance costs. 

The work already underway, together with the projects to be under- 
taken for the improvement of facilities man: igement, will, as I have 
stated, constitute a departmentwide program. This is the program 
by which we propose to integrate our annual military-construction 
program with all other aspects of the management of facilities, from 
planning to disposition. I hope to be able to report to you next year 
on the progress which we have made under this program. 

Thank you. 

Senator Srennis. Mr. Secretary, I just have a brief question or 
two. 

On page 2 of the statement, you talk about the management of 
real property. Enlarge on that for us a little. 

You talk about the establishment of your policies, and you say 
notable progress has been made. Just give us some examples. 

Mr. Bantz. So far as specific examples are concerned, I will have 
to ask one of the other men here, Mr. Senator, to answer that, be- 
cause you realize I have been aboard here for only 2 months. 

Senator Srennts. I think that is entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. Banrtz. I think the sponsoring bureaus are more aware of 
their responsibility in the management of facilities and, particularly, 
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the maintenance costs of this management, so that is the thing that 
we in the Office of the Secretary are doing, and I am sure the start 
that Mr. Fogler made, and with the wholehearted cooperation of all 
the bureaus, and with CNO, we have gone a long way and will con- 
tinue to go. 

Now, it is a program that I heartily support. 

As to the individual topics to discuss, I am sorry, sir, this year I 
will have to defer to others because of my short tenure in office. 

Senator Stennis. Well, that is all right. 

Now, on line 4 of the copy I have, you say: 


eliminating multiple or unnecessary reviews of real property actions. 


Could someone answer just what-you had in mind? 

Mr. Bantz. I think probably today—and I would rather defer 
this to Admiral Hopwood and one of my assistants, Miles Wedeman— 
that we have a better inventory to properties. As a result we have a 
better knowledge of the things that we have that are duplications 
and the things that we should eliminate. 

You realize, I am sure, the teriffic number of buildings and equip- 
ment we have throughout the world, and to have a very definite, inti- 
mate knowledge of each and every piece of property and everything 
within those areas is of great importance. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. We have been insisting on getting up some 
kind of a program that will turn back some real estate. 

We have plenty of requests to acquire more, but we thought maybe 
you were hitting on something like that. 

Senator Jackson. Have you been able to declare some property 
surplus as a result of that procedure ? 

Mr. Bantz. I am sure we have done so. 

Senator Jackson. Does anyone have any knowledge on that ? 

Mr. Wepeman Yes; I do, Mr. Chairman. 

I am from the office of the Assistant Secretary of Navy for Mate- 
rial. I would like to cover several of the points which Mr. Bantz 
has mentioned. 

Taking up first the item which was referred to by Senator Jackson, 
2 years ago the Bureau of the Budget and the Department of De- 
fense started an overall review of all real property controlled by the 
military departments. 

We have nae at work on that problem for the last 2 years. We are 
going into a second cycle of review of that real property. We have 
turned up in the course of that review numerous properties which are 
eligible for disposition. 

To cite a recent and very prominent case, the Navy Department 
has declared excess the former naval industrial ordnance plant at Cen- 
ter Line, Mich., which was a prime industrial plant constructed dur- 
ing World War II and has been held by the Navy Department until 
very recently. That property, if all goes well, will find its way into 
the hands of a private enterprise, I would assume, within the next year 
and a half. 

Today I reviewed a project for the disposal of the property in 
Alexandria, across the river, which I think was known as the old 
torpedo factory. Again, that is a factory which is up for disposition. 

I am confident, myself, that there will be greater 
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Senator Srennis. While you are in that neighborhood, what about 
Anacostia ? 

Mr. Wepeman. ‘As far as Anacostia is concerned, we will defer that 
for Admiral Davis, who is Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for 
Air, and he will speak to it specifically. I will not speak to it. 

Mr. Bantz. Would you like to hear from Admiral Davis now? 

Senator STrennis. We will not detain you. I want to have Senator 
Jackson ask you any questions he wishes. i ' 

Mr. Wepeman. I wonder if I may say something in connection with 
multiple reviews, and give you a few specific examples. 

When we started out on this program, one of the first types of 
actions we approached—and this may sound fairly boring, but it 
took up a lot of time in the Navy Department—was involved in 
granting to private citizens and to other Government agencies the 
right to use, or the privilege to use, our property on an intermittent 
basis. 

Here I am thinking of requests by Boy Scouts and similarly placed 
organizations to use a naval armory at night or for a similar purpose. 

Under the procedure which we had been following up until 2 years 
ago, each and every request of that sort had to be referred by the 
field to Washington, and eventually to the Secretary of the Navy 
for approval. 

Now, sitting in the Secretary’s Office—and I am the man who 
usually sees these things—I could not bring any independent judg- 
ment to bear on each and every one of those cases. After all, the 
commanding officer of the installation, or someone in the field who 
was closer to the problem, was in as good a position as we were to 
determine that kind of request, whether we should grant the request 
or not. 

What we did in that case was to issue a directive which, generally 
speaking, lodged in our field organization the right to issue the 
documents which were necessary to permit those people to use our 

roperty; and only in certain unusual cases are those projects re- 
Samal to Washington. 

From a very personal point of view, I can state I am glad we no 
longer have to consider cases of that character in the Secretary’s 
Office in the Navy Department, and we have many other examples 
of that character which we can cite. 

Under the program that Secretary Bantz has mentioned, I am 
confident in the next year and a half to 2 years, we will see a great 
improvement in that regard. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Thank you very much. 

Senator Jackson? 

Senator Jackson. No further questions. 

Senator Stennis. Secretary, do you have anything else you want 
to point out now ? 

Mr. Bantz. No. 

Senator Srennis. Well, all right. We certainly do appreciate 
your statement. 

Just one minute, if I may ask you about this: I know this bill 
was cut down considerably, and we want to see something about 
what you took out this year that you expect to come back on next 
year. We are asked that question many times by other Senators. 
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Do you have anything to say on that, or anything you can put 
figures ? 

“Mr. Banrz. You realize I have nothing to do with the making up 
of these figures. 

Senator Stennis. I know that. 

Mr. Bantz. That was before my tenure in office. I would rather 
have representatives of the CNO answer that 

Senator Stennis. What about that, Captain? Give us something 
on that. You are free to answer our question. We are not trying 
to be critical, but we want to know the facts. 

Captain Aires. This program started out as a total program of 
requirements for the Navy of approximately $1,400 million. 

In the course of various reviews in the bureaus and in the Office 
of Naval Operations and the Secretary of Defense, we went forward 
to the Bureau of the Budget with a program for about $550 million. 

In negotiating with them and back through the Secretary of De- 
fense again, we ‘arrived at this program here, which represents $435 
million in round figures, sir. 

They are the most urgent items that we had in our original bill. 
of course. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Captain Airs. In many cases these items represent the first incre- 
ment or the second increment in a continuing program. 

We have in here a first increment of a drydock. There will be 
more later to complete that whole facility; and there are 2 or 3 air 
stations that are in the second increment stage, 1 which is in the third 
increment stage. There are no new stations completed in it. 

Senator Srennis. We were talking mainly, though, about big proj- 
ects that you had to defer, such as expensive drydocks or something 
of that nature. I use that for illustration. 

Captain Artes. Yes. We have three drydocks in mind eventually : 
The first one of those, at Bremerton, Wash., which is in this bill, sir. 

There are two others in prospect. One in Boston and one in San 
Francisco. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson, do you have anything further 
now from the Secretary / 

Senator Jackson. Nothing further. 

Senator Srennis. All right, Mr. Secretary; we thank you again 
for coming in. 

Mr. Banrz. I will stay a few minutes, and then I will run. 

Senator Srennis. All right; thank you. 

Who is your next witness? Admiral Hopwood, you have a state- 
ment ¢ 

Admiral Horwoop. I have a statement. 

Senator Srennis. Who will have charge of the line items? 

Admiral Horwoop. Captain Ailes will have charge of the line 
items. 

Senator Srennis. You may proceed. 

Admiral Horwoov. I am Vice Adm. H. G. Hopwood, Deputy Chief 
of Naval Operations (Logistics). I appreciate this opportunity to 
appear before this committee to discuss the fiscal year 1958 military 
construction authorization program. My statement will be brief and 
will be confined to the requirements which generate the need for pub- 
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lic works. My associates are prepared to present the details of the 
Navy’s program. 

At the outset, I would like to emphasize that the Shore Establish- 
ment exists for the purpose of supporting the operating forces of the 
Navy. 

The 5-year period following the end of World War IT was one of 
retrenchment and consolidation to return the Navy to a peacetime 
operating level. Many stations were inactivated, and their functions 
were eliminated or transferred. Maintenance of active stations was 
curtailed and new public works were kept to an absolute minimum. 

Following the outbreak of hostilities in Korea in 1950, the Navy 

embarked on a long range shore station improvement plan behead 
to support current ‘and planned force levels. The plan which looks 
ahead for 5 years is fiexible and, of necessity, must be modified and 
tailored to meet existing needs and changing requirements. The 
overall objective is to maintain a modern and balanced Naval Estab- 
lishment capable of keeping the Navy’s operating forces in a proper 
condition of readiness. 

In recent years the mobility and striking power of the Navy has 
considerably increased. This has been due mainly to the scientific 
and technological improvements that have been made in ships, air- 

craft, weapons systems, equipment, and techniques. 

The Navy’s urgent military-construction requirements for fiscal year 
1958 have been carefully planned and developed after detailed “and 

searching reviews. As you know, various types of ships and aircraft 
abe up our fleet. Consequently, various types of support facilities 
must be provided at our support activities on shore. I will mention 
only a few of the military-construction projects which are typical of 
the importance of this program to the achievement of the Navy’s 
objectives. Vice Admiral Davis, who will follow me, will cover the 
aviation aspects of this program. 

Angled deck large carriers, such as the Forrestal, require drydocks 
in which major repairs and battle damage can be efficiently accom- 
plished. The Bremerton drydock, contained in this program, is the 
first of three large drydocks planned to meet this need. 

Our nuclear submarines, with their deeper draft, require dredged 
areas and service pier at our submarine base, New London, Conn. 
These are in the program 

Test facilities ashore are required to develop our fleet ballistic mis- 
sile for shipboard launching. These facilities are in the program. 

Our ships and aircraft are now using guided missiles, as you know. 
This program provides the minimum facilities needed to repair, test, 
adjust, and supply these missiles. 

The Navy is required to provide its assigned share of a servicewide 
secure communication system. The first increment of this strategic 
communication link is included. 

Another item is the antenna and equipment needed in the develop- 
ment of a powerful radio station capable of communicating with our 
submarines while on distant patrols in the North Atlantic. 

Recruit, basic, and advanced training is provided at our training 
centers. Included are increments of programs started last year to 
provide for the orderly replacement of badly deteriorated World 
War IT structures at our training centers and Marine Corps Recruit 
Depot, Parris Island. 
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Last. year, construction plans and specifications were authorized for 
a large steerable antenna. This year, it is proposed to start the con- 
struction of this facility. 

I have highlighted only a few of the projects in this year’s military- 
construction program to emphasize the close relationship they bear to 
the development and operational requirements of the fleet. The proj- 
ects I have not mentioned are of equal urgency and the requirements 
for them are dictated by the same strategic and operational consider- 
ations. 

I consider that this military-construction program will fulfill our 
immediate urgent needs, and I commend it to your favorable consider- 
ation. That 1s all, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right; Admiral. 

We have a question here about using the conventional antiaircraft 
guns. 

Do you use those on the ships now; conventional antiaircraft ? 

Admiral Horwoon. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. What is your purpose: what is your idea there? 

Admiral Horwoop. Because we still have conventional aircraft in 
operation generally, and I might say—— 

Senator Srennis. That is a good answer as far as it goes. 

Admiral Hopwoop. I might say, Mr. Chairman, this very important 
transitional period from conventional to the missile, atomic era, is 
one which causes us the greatest of concern as to just where we should 
draw the line in this conventional] field. 

Senator Stennis. I can see where your ships, being in various 
places, would have to keep this up longer. But I think the day has 
passed for keeping it up around the cities over here. 

You are in various places of the world, and close in at times, and 
far away at times? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Might I ask a question ? 

Senator Stennis. Yes, sir; certainly. 

Senator Jackson. Of course, you have, I believe, your surface-to- 
air missile, which is the Terrier? 

Admiral Horwoop. That is right, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Have you been able to eliminate any of your 
conventional antiaircraft guns as a result of making the Terrier 
available on board certain ships? 

Admiral Horwoop. Not as yet, sir, except insofar as the moderniza- 
tion of the two cruisers that are the missile cruisers for the Terrier. 
We have taken conventional weapons off and substituted these 
Terrier launchers. 

Senator Jackson. Do you have a similar program for the fleet as : 
whole ? 

Admiral Horwoop. That will depend on the rate at which these 
guided-missile cruisers come in, and that will be done in all conver- 
sions that are made; yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You will have some conventional antiaircraft 
facilities, as long as the possible adversary has conventional flying 
tools; will you not? 

Admiral Horwoop. We hope to, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. I mean, you would cling to them as long as 
the adversary uses them? 
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Admiral Horwoop. I think it is incumbent upon us, 

Senator Jackson. Well, what is a conventional airplane? 

Senator Stennis. I mean the propeller type, because they would be 
subject to getting close to shore, and they could be attacked. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. But for low altitude you need your con- 
ventional guns. 

Tait Wedron That is right, sir. 

Senator Jackson. But for higher altitude you are going to rely, I 
take it, on surface-to-air missiles, for the most part? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Do you have a missile that covers the lower ele- 
vations, lower altitudes, similar to the Army’s—what is it; the Hawk? 
Admiral Hopwoop. We have the Terrier and we have the Tartar. 

Senator Jackson. The what? 

Admiral Horwoop. The Tartar. That is the smaller missile which 
we intend to employ in destroyers. 

Senator Jackson. That is not operational ? 

Admiral Horwoop. It is in the development stage. 

Senator Jackson. Research and development stage ? 

Admiral Horwoop. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Go ahead. 

Are there any other observations, Admiral ? 

Admiral Horwoop. I have nothing at the moment, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have something, Colonel BeLieu ? 

Mr. BeLiev. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Shall we proceed to the line items? 

Allright, Admiral, excuse me. 

Admiral Davis. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Vice Adm. W. V. Davis, Jr., Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for 
Air. It is my privilege to present to you the underlying philosophy 
and some of the highlights of the aviation items contained in naval 
aviation’s military-construction program for fiscal year 1958. 

The aeronautical Shore Establishment, along with the Navy’s shore 
facilities as a whole, is still struggling to recover from the period of 
retrenchment and consolidation which Admiral Hopwood mentioned. 
Some of this year’s program is therefore of necessity devoted to re- 
placement and completion of construction at existing stations. But 
this type of work has been subordinated to operational requirements. 
There are no frills in this request. It is a lean program which can be 
attributed to one basic, overriding requirement—the need for facilities 
generated by technological improvements. 

The improvements in aircraft and weapons systems have a three- 
fold effect on our military construction. They create a demand for 
more costly support facilities for maintenance and training. To 
employ these superior aircraft and weapons systems, improved opera- 
tional facilities, such as longer runways, navigational and landing 
aids are required. When these support and operational necessities 
are provided, new capabilities are realized, and these in turn lead to 
increased undertakings and commitments, such as jet seaplane bases, 
Marine Corps vertical envelopment, and the early warning barrier. 
Because of the rapidity of technological advances and the inherently 
long lead time for military construction, our supporting Shore Estab- 
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lishment is not keeping pace with essential requirements nor per- 
mitting the full exploitation of our operational potential. 

This program will provide the items which, timewise, are truly 
urgent, and it is a start toward providing the required support facil- 
ities which can be foreseen. But it is just a start. If we are to ever 
catch up and keep abreast of developments, we must base our military 
construction on a long-term, level-funding plan. To do otherwise can 
only result in a continued inadequacy of our aeronautical Shore 
Establishment, or, even worse, in mortgaging our future by under- 
taking projects which can only be completed at devastating expense 
to our existing stations. 

Senator Stennis. Admiral Davis, you are Deputy Chief of Naval 
Operations for Air. I remember last year, Admiral, we had one item 
that we looked into in some detail and deferred it, and I believe the 
House had approved it. 

It was this John H. Towers Field you had proposed for the Naval 
Academy. 

I asked a question a while ago about Anacostia. I am on a sub- 
committee of the Appropriations Committee which has been con- 
sidering an additional airport for the city of Washington, and we 
have been told that the Navy was going to vacate Anacostia. 

Is that correct? Who can answer “yes” or “no” to that? 

Admiral Davis. We would like to vacate Anacostia, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, what is the impediment ? 

Admiral Davis. We need another field to fill that need. That is a 
threefold problem, sir. 

As a result of discussions on the same subject in the House hearings, 
I prepared a statement I would like to read, with your concurrence. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Admiral, put it in the record and then you can summarize it. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


STATEMENT OF VIcE ADM. W. V. Davis, USN, Deputy CHIer or NAVAL OPERATIONS 
(Arr), CONCERNING JOHN TOWERS FIELD 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, the Navy urgently requires an 
airfield in the Washington-Baltimore-Annapolis area to replace the existing 
inadequate facilities at the Naval Air Station, Anacostia, and the Naval Air 
Facility, Annapolis. 

The Naval Air Station, Anacostia, is inadequate to accommodate the operation 
of jet aircraft. The station is bounded on the south and west by two major 
airfields, Bolling Air Force Base and Washington National Airport; on the east 
by a densely populated area; and on the north by the Naval Gun Factory, the 
Capitol, and other Government buildings. Because of the high density of air 
traffic in the area, the ceiling and visibility limitations for visual flight are 
set at 1,500 feet and 5 miles rather than the normal 1,000 feet and 3 miles. The 
operation of military aircraft under instrument flight conditions is greatly 
hampered by heavy civilian traffic to and from National Airport since 3 airports 
in such close proximity have a capability of only 1 airfield under instrument 
flight conditions. 

Practice landings at Anacostia are prohibited because of high traffic density in 
the area. Naval Reserve aviators cannot perform gunnery or bomber missions 
directly from Anacostia because aireraft may not be armed at that station. 
These restrictions impose severe limitations on the operation of the Naval 
Air Reserve training unit at Anacostia as well as proficiency flying for pilots 
on duty at the seat of the government. 

Both Reserve and regular pilots require suitable facilities to maintain their 
combat readiness in modern aircraft. Jet qualified Reserve aviators have been 
commuting to Willow Grove and Norfolk for inactive-training duty in jet 
squadrons. The participation of many Reserve aviators in the Washington area 
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is being lost for lack of facilities for jet aircraft. The present location at 
Anacostia in itself discourages participation of personnel in the Baltimore 
area. Should a new airfield be established between Washington and Baltimore, 
capable of accommodating jet aircraft, it is anticipated that 3 to 5 additional 
Reserve squadrons could be commissioned without adding to support personnel 
or the number of aircraft. 

Most of the 1,300 proficiency aviators on duty in the Washington area should 
now be flying jet aircraft. These pilots come from the fleet at peak proficiency 
and gradually lose their skill and readiness in jet aircraft through a 2- to 3-year 
association with World War II planes. As a result, most pilots must be sent 
to Olathe, Kans., for a refresher course in jet aircraft prior to réassignment 
to jet squadrons and other operational billets in the fleet. The provision of 
suitable jet facilities in the area would alleviate this unsatisfactory situation. 

With the relocation of aviation facilities from Anacostia, this property would 
be available for transfer of the Naval Receiving Station from its present loca- 
tion. Since the permit for use of the Anacostia Park property, currently occupied 
by the Naval Receiving Station, expired 6 months after World War II, the Navy 
Department has been attempting to arrange for a new location. The availability 
of the preperty at the Naval Air Station, Anacostia, would provide an optimum 
solution to this problem. 

In addition to replacing the inadequate aviation facilities at Anacostia, a new 
jet airfield in this area, if properly located, could accommodate the continuing 
requirement for facilities to support the aviation-indoctrination program for 
midshipmen at the Naval Academy. We are currently operating about 40 anti- 
quated N3N seaplanes at the Naval Air Facility, Annapolis, for this purpose. 
These aircraft will not be serviceable after the summer training period of 1958 
The Navy has no requirement for a replacement training seaplane other than for 
use at the Naval Academy, and to provide such an aircraft for this limited use 
would not be economically sound in view of current limitations in funds for 
aircraft procurement. Even if a replacement seaplane were available, such a 
solution would not be a desirable one. A newly commissioned line officer re- 
porting to his fleet assignment in this era requires a firsthand knowledge of the 
mission, weapons systems, and problems of his aviator contemporaries which can 
only be obtained through familiarity with the operation, potentiality, and mili- 
tary application of high performance aircraft. Such familiarity cannot be 
gained through the use of light, propeller-driven seaplanes. In addition to the 
midshipmen at Annapolis, there are a number of navai aviator instructors in 
the various departments there who, like the naval aviators on duty in Washing- 
ton, require facilities to maintain their proficiency and readiness in modern 
aircraft. 

Admiral Davis. In quick summary, there are three basic needs in 
the Washington area which are being partially or inadequately met at 
the moment: 

One is the Reserve training of the pilots in this and the Baltimore 
area. The second is the proficiency flying of the aviators attached to 
the Washington area. 

Third, is the indoctrination and tr aining of the midshipmen in naval 
aviation activities. 

The naval aviation activities at Annapolis are at present only very 
inadequately covered by N3N seaplanes of antique vintage. They 
have passed obsolescence and will ae into complete obscurity very 
shortly, and we are not getting replacements. It would be too expen- 
sive for what they could ‘do. 

The Reserves are severely limited. They can only operate pro- 
peller-type aircraft, and those are prohibited from use In gunnery 
training because they cannot load ammunition. 

Senator Stennis. You mean the Reserves that are training now at 
Anacostia ? : 

Admiral Davis. Yes. They cannot use any gunnery or load any 
bombs or machineguns 1 in this area. 

The pr oficiency 1 is limited to propeller types almost entirely. We 
do have jets for senior officers to use, but they, on a good hot day, 
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cannot get safely in and out of Anacostia. We have to pick the right 
weather to get the plane in and out of the field. 

Senator Stennis. How many men do you have around here doing 
proficiency flying ? 

Admiral Davis. About 1,300. 

Senator Stennis. The Navy does? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is a lot. 

Admiral Davis. That includes the entire establishment throughout 
the area, sir. 

Senator Jackson. This includes people on active duty—— 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. In this area. 

Senator Stennis. That is what I was referring to. 

Senator Jackson. As well as the Reserves ? 

Admiral Davis. No, sir. The Reserves are a separate group in their 
own Reserve squadrons. 

Senator Jackson. What does the 1,300 include ? 

Admiral Davis. It includes all of the naval aviators attached to the 
bureaus, to the Office of Chief of Naval Operations, the Hydrographic 
Office, the David Taylor Model Basin, the Naval Research Labora- 
tory, the Naval Station at Anacostia, every naval activity we have in 
this area. 

Senator Stennis. Do they have to do all their naval proficiency fly- 
ing from Anacostia? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. Some, in view of their need in the im- 
mediate future, are required to travel quite some distance to get jet 
training before they can be ordered out to new stations. Meanwhile, 
they keep up their proficiency at Anacostia. 

Senator Stennis. You say keep it up; how? 

Admiral Davis. By going to other stations—Olathe, Norfolk. 

Senator Stennis. Did you say 1,300 or 1,500? 

Admiral Davis. 1,300. 

Senator Stennis. How many reservists do you have for this area, 
just generally? You do not have to be specific. 

Admiral Davis. Approximately 400 reservists from the Washington 
and Baltimore area. They operate on the other side of the field as 
Reserve units. 

Senator Stennis. You want Towers Field for those purposes, and, 
in addition, for the Naval Academy ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Stennis. I am on that subcommittee, as I told you, and 
1 realize we have to have an additional airport for Washington, and 
I think we are burning up daylight now in not acting definitely on it. 

Even if you moved out of Anacostia there still would not be the need 
supplied; but you are unable to get out of Anacostia until some addi- 
tional facility is set up? 

Admiral Davis. That is correct, sir. 

I would not like to accept. the responsibility of stopping the flying 
for all the aviators here. It is an extremely important factor to us, 
plus the operation of the Reserve. 

Senator Srennis. Well, couldn’t you arrange to fly them from 
Andrews Field or some other military installation around here? 
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Admiral Davis. There has been official correspondence on that 
subject. The Air Force states that their load at Andrews Field at 
present, and-contemplated, would not permit it. 

We have an additional reason, and that is that we are being forced 
to vacate the Naval Receiving Station at Anacostia, which is adjacent 
to the air station, because that is land we are operating only as a 
squatter. 

In other words, we agreed to get out of there at the end of the 
war, and we are still there in temporary wooden buildings, pending 
the relocation of the Naval Receiving Station, and we could use the 
facilities at Anacostia, and save considerable money in relocating that 
facility by putting it where the air station now is. 

Senator Srennis. You want to continue now and cover the details 
of this John Towers Field, or do you want Captain Ailes to take that 
up? 
Admiral Davis. The point is, sir, in the original request, I mean as 
we submitted it originally, when it was finally permitted, we would 
require approximately $3,200,000 for the procurement of land. That 
land has been controversial, and is one reason why the project was 
postponed after last year’s hearings. 

The House approved this on the basis that we get together with 
the House committee and arrive at a satisfactory settlement of the 
land area. We would like the privilege and authorization to do that. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Anything further you wish to say, Admiral Davis? 

Admiral Davis. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. I will defer my questions until we come to the 
line items. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, sir. 

We will take this up further when we come to the line items. 

Thank you very much, sir. 

Who is your next. witness? 

Mr. Belarv. Admiral Meade. 

Senator Stennis. Come around. You might sit at the end of the 
table, Admiral. 

Admiral Mrape. Mr. Chairman, if you prefer, I can put my state- 
ment in the record and summarize it. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. R. H. Meapbe, Cuter, BurEAvU or YARDS AND Docks 


XI. BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS PROGRAM 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, there are 7 items in this program which will require 
new authorization in the amount of $5,821,000, including 6 items at activities 
under the management control of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. The seventh 
item, at Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, is part of a continuing program of Navywide 
pollution abatement under Bureau of Yards and Docks sponsorship. 

Two of the proposed items will result in sizable savings. Construction of the 
electronic data-processing building at Port Hueneme will result in an imme- 
diate saving in maintenance and operation costs of approximately $7,500 annually, 
and after 2 years of operation is expected to have an additional $171,000 annu- 
ally in operating costs. The proposed construction of the dry-provision and 
cold-storage building at Port Hueneme will result in a saving of $34,000 per 
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year from lower maintenance, operating, and trucking costs. As you know, 
facilities at the construction battalion centers of necessity were hastily con- 
structed during World War II and are of temporary or semipermanent types 
of construction, are over age and in many cases wholly inadequate. 

Three new public-works centers have been established within the past 3 
years: 1 at Pearl Harbor on July 1, 1954, 1 at Subic Bay on July 1, 1955, and 1 
at Guantanamo Bay on August 1, 1956. The utility systems operated by the 
public-works centers must be adequate to furnish required services, and proper 
shop facilities must be provided to enable the centers to perform their mainte- 
nance and operating functions for the other activities. Accordingly, three such 
items are being requested. 

One of these items is due to the rapid growth since World War II of the 
Naval Base, Norfolk, served by the Public Works Center, Norfolk, which has 
greatly overloaded the electrical-power system. ‘Therefore, an item is included 
to correct the current inadequacies of the present system. Similarly, water- 
supply deficiencies must also be corrected at Guantanamo Bay. 

The Navy is continuing to cooperate with local municipalities in eliminating 
the contamination of adjacent waters by proposing the improvement of the 
sanitary sewerage system at Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn. 

The specific objectives of class XI program are: 

A. Provision of required facilities at naval construction battalion center : 


Authorization 


requested, 
Location fiscal year 1958 
Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, Calif: 
Hlectronic data-processing building__.....__._...-_....._---_--- $531, 000 
Dry-provisions and cold-storage building_.__.._..______-_-___- _. 228, 000 


B. Provision of required support facilities at public- works centers: 


Authorization 


requested, 

Location jiseal year 1958 
Public Works Center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Additional water- 

RINE -OUTEENe oh  tck eadbondé= ine peens= Nee ee _. $1, 093, 000 

Public Works Center, Norfolk, Va. : 

Poweletasy ebbliiie, GoWben 25). 6k bo eh ehh es 120, 000 

Improvements to electric-power system (2d ine rement) - ._.--. » 3, 124, 000 
Public Works Center, Subic Bay, Philippines: Utilities maintenance 

Neen Re oii aie Aha 393, 000 


C. Improvements and additions to sanitary sewerage sy stems of naval estab- 
lishments to eliminate pollution of adjacent waters: 


Authorization 
requested, 


Location fiscal year 1958 
Pollution-abatement program, various locations: Naval Shipyard, 
at ce td athena i ae __. $3382, 000 


In addition to the above requests for new authorization, the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks will utilize existing authorization as follows: 

(a) For advance planning as authorized under Public Law 155, 82d Congress, 
as amended by Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 

(b) For the replacement of damaged facilities as authorized under Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress. 

(c) For special minor facilities as authorized under Public Law 968, 84th 
Jongress. 

(d@) For the replacement of temporary family quarters overseas, as author- 
ized by Public Law 534, 82d Congress. 


Admiral Mrape. I would simply like to say that I am here as head 
of the Navy’s construction agency, the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The program has been engineered by our agency. I expect to be 
available during the progress of the hearings, “if you have any ques- 
tions in my area. There are some things in this statement, however, 
which may be of value to others as they read these hearings. 

Senator Srennts. All right, Admiral, Thank you very much. 
Senator Jackson, do you wish to question the admiral now ? 
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Senator Jackson. I have no questions. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Admiral. We would be glad to have 
you stay here as long as you can. 

Who is next ¢ 

Mr. BeLrev. Captain Ailes is the chief witness, and he has a state- 
ment on the line items. 

Senator STeNNis. We will hear you now. If you have a statement, 
do you want to put it in the record and then summarize it? 

Captain Arves. Yes, sir. I could put it in the record and sum- 
raarize it, sir. 

Admiral Hopwood outlined the pattern of this program, and I will 
give an indication of the classes we group in it. 

The first, operational facilities, make up about 76 percent of the 
program; personnel-support facilities another 14 percent of the pro- 
gram; research and development facilities about 8 percent; and land 
acquisition about 2 percent. 

There are 10 classes of these facilities sponsored by bureaus or 
offices in the Navy Department. 

I will list these individually, and this is the order in which they will 
appear as we go through the bill: Shipyard facilities, $82 million; 
fleet base facilities, $22 million; aviation facilities, $207 million ; supply 
facilities, $5 million; Marine Corps facilities, $22.6 million; ordnance 
facilities, $36 million; service school facilities, $13.8 million; com- 
munication facilities, $24.2 million ; Office of Naval Research facilities, 
$9 million; and the final one, Yards and Docks facilities, $5.8 million. 

(The prepared statement of Captain Ailes follows:) 


STATEMENT OF Capt. J. W. AILes, USN, Drrector or SHORE ESTABLISHMENT DeE- 
VELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE DIyISION, AND SENIOR MEMBER OF CHIEF OF NAVAL 
OPERATIONS SHORE STATION DEVELOPMENT BOARD ON FISCAL YEAR 1958 MILITARY 
(‘ONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION PROGRAM, TO THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON ARMED 
SERVICES 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am Capt. John W. Ailes, Direc- 
tor of the Shore Establishment Development and Maintenance Division, and 
senior member of the Shore Station Development Board in the Office of the Chief 
of Naval Operations. 

Admiral Hopwood outlined the pattern of this program when he stated that 
“The overall objective is to maintain a modern and balanced Naval Establish- 
ment capable of keeping the Navy’s operating forces in a proper condition of 
readiness.” Our operating forces are being modernized. To realize the full 
effectiveness of these improvements, our shore activities must likewise be mod- 
ernized. As a step toward achieving this objective, the Navy requests your 
approval this year of a program for authorization of public works in the total 
amount of $434,500,000. 

The program may be classified in four broad categories : 

(1) Operational facilities: Approximately 76 percent of the program is in 
this category for a total of $333.1 million. It includes such projects as piers, 
runways, training buildings, and shops. 

(2) Personnel-support facilities: This group covers about 14 percent of the 
program, for a total of $60.9 million, and ineludes barracks, bachelor officers’ 
quarters, messes, family housing, dependents’ schools, medical facilities, and 
chapels. In a sense these facilities may also be classified as operational. 

(3) Research and development facilities: 8 percent of the program is in this 
category, for a total of $33.8 million. A major project in this group is the large 
steerable antenna. 

(4) Land acquisition: This category comprises about 2 percent of the pro- 
gram, for a total of $6.7 million. Most of the proposed land acquisitions are 
required for extension of runways for safe operation of our modern, high per- 
formance jet aircraft. 
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Twenty-five of the three hundred and thirty line items in the program, for a 
total of approximately $42.4 million, are for replacement of wornout, obsolescent 
facilities. 

There are 10 classes of facilities in the program individually sponsored by a 
bureau or office of the Navy. Each sponsor has a prepared statement outlining 
the objective of his portion of the integrated program. As we progress through 
the program I shall, with the chairman’s permission, introduce each sponsor, 
and he will, as the chairman desires, either read his statement or submit it to 
the reporter for insertion in the record. 

The 10 facilities classes are shown in title II of the authorization bill the 
committee is now considering. A summary is in the front of our justification 
book No. 1. The following is a list of these classes, the total amount of authori- 
zation being requested for each, and examples of projects included therein : 

(1) Shipyard facilities, $82,104,000: included in this class are the first inere- 
ment for construction of the Bremerton drydock, pier, and dredging for serv- 
icing nuclear-powered submarines at New London, and projects for the incre- 
mental development of the naval base at Subic Bay. 

(2) Fleet base facilities, $22,876,000: Major projects in this class are for 
extension of the waterfront facilities at the Norfolk base and provision of family 
housing at Adak. 

(3) Aviation facilities, $207,460,000: This class comprises nearly half of our 
program. It includes projects for extension of runways at 14 air stations, for 
tactical air-navigation facilities at 13 air stations, and for optical landing 
systems at 24 air stations, all of which are needed for increased safety in opera- 
tion of modern aircraft. 

(4) Supply facilities, $5,329,000: We propose installation of electronic process- 
ing equipment at three continental supply activities and a second increment 
for development of the Naval Supply Depot, Subic Bay. 

(5) Marine Corps facilities, $22,616,000: Examples of projects in this class 
include a chapel at Albany, Ga., a central repair shop at Barstow, and training 
and personnel facilities at Camp Lejeune and Parris Island. 

(6) Ordnance facilities, $36,070,000: A major project in this class is for de- 
velopment of the fleet ballistic missile. Other projects are proposed at Corona, 
Calif., and Daingerfield, Tex., for development of guided missiles. Also included 
are projects for storage and processing of various types of ammunition at 
strategic overseas locations. 

(7) Service-school facilities, $13,800,000: Urgent and important projects in 
this class are the first increment for an addition to the dormitory, Bancroft 
Hall, at the Naval Academy and the final increment for recruit barracks to 
complete the first camp at the Great Lakes Training Center. 

(8) Communication facilities, $24,244,000: This class includes projects for 
the incremental development of the new naval radio station in Washington 
County, Maine, and projects for naval security group activities at three strategic 
overseas locations. 

(9) Office of Naval Research facilities, $9,180,000: There are two projects 
in this class. One of these is for construction of a fourth floor on a building at 
the local Naval Research Laboratory and the other is a research project in West 
Virginia. 

(10) Yards and Docks facilities, $5,821,000: This is the last of the 10 classes. 
Examples of projects in this group are the project for abatement of sewage 
pollution in the waters adjacent to the Brooklyn Naval Shipyard and utilities 
projects at public works centers, Norfolk and Guantanamo Bay. 

The first facilities class is sponsored by the Bureau of Ships. Rear Admiral 
Mumma, Chief of the Bureau, is here and will outline the objective of this por- 
tion of the program. 


Captain Ares. The first one we take up in detail 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, there are other statements. 

Captain Artes. We will have a sponsor statement for each one of 
these. 

The first class is sponsored by the Bureau of Ships. Rear Admiral 
Honsinger is the principal witness for that Bureau, and he will out- 
line the objectives of this portion of the program. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Let us get an arrangement whereby 
the witnesses can be readily heard by the reporter and by the members 
of the committee, too. 
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Suppose we set aside, now, these two seats over here for the man 
who actually is testifying. 

Captain Ailes, could you change places with the gentleman sitting 
on your left there? I believe that would work better. 

Captain Ares. Admiral Honsinger is Deputy Chief of the Bureau 
of Ships, and is the sponsoring Bureau of this first class. He has a 
statement which we might insert in the record, and go right on with 
these detailed items, if you so desire, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. I will tell you something I would like to have, if 
you gentlemen will permit this interruption. This is an open session, 
but I do not think there is anything classified about this. I would like 
to have for review your carrier program now. You have had a carrier 
program over a period of years. That is not classified; is it? If it is, 
why, that is all right, we can get it later. 

Admiral Honstncer. I do not think it is. 

Senator Jackson. There is nothing classified about the fact that 
we haveone. But the question is as to numbers. 

Captain Attes. The scheduling of them coming in through the six 
we presently have authorized, that has been a matter of public knowl- 
edge. 

Senator Jackson. You have a nuclear-powered carrier in the cur- 
rent fiscal 1958 program ; is that correct 

Captain Artes. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You have not planned any further conventional- 
type carriers ? 

Admiral Honstneger. No, sir; that is right. We have six conven- 
tional-type carriers, starting with the Forrestal. 

Senator Jackson. You mean of the Forrestal class? 

Admiral Honstneer. Forrestal class; six of those. 

Senator Jackson. That is what you have now. 

Admiral Honstncer. We have those authorized, and they are build- 
ing—two of them have been built. 

Senator Jackson. But from here on out your program calls for 
nuclear propulsion ; am I correct? 

Admiral Honsrncer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You do not contemplate requesting funds for any 
more aircraft carriers without nuclear propulsion ? 

Admiral Honstnerr. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson. We do not need to go into the numbers here- 
That may be a matter that is classified. 

Captain Ates. The disposition of the carriers, too, where they are 
and what our plans are; I think we should keep out of that. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. Well, we will not go into that. 

I wanted to ask one question, I notice you have referred to funds 
for the maintenance of nuclear-propelled submarines on the east coast. 
I believe that is New London? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What do you have planned on the west coast? 

Admiral Honstnerr. There is nothing in this budget for the west 
coast. 

Senator Jickson. Is there any future planning on that? 

Admiral Honsincer. I do not think there is. We do not have a 
similar situation on the west coast, because the water at Mare Island 
is deeper than the water in the Thames at New London. 
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Senator Jackson. What about shore establishments—maintenance 
and housing of nuclear propeMed submarines; do you have adequate 
facilities at Mare Island? 

Admiral Honstncer. We have no plans in this program for that. 
We have much better facilities at Mare Island than we have at New 
London. The money that is in this year’s proposal is primarily for 
dredging. 

Senator Jackson. Yes; I understand that, to improve existing fa- 
cilities. 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. So far as the handling of nuclear 
submarines, we have adequate facilities, for the moment. What our 
plans are for the wire heal I am not immediately familiar with. 

Senator Jackson. Maybe we had better get. the submarines first. 

Japtain Ames. The Nautilus is currently out in the Pacific. 

Senator Jackson. Yes; I know. 

All right. I think we can proceed with the—did you wish to put 
your statement in the record, Admiral ? 

Admiral Honsineer. I will be glad to do so. 

(The prepared statement of Admiral Honsinger is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Rear ApM. LeRoy V, HONSINGER 


The Bureau of Ships’ fiscal year 1958 military-construction program has five 
objectives : 

First, we seek to provide facilities in our repair activities to support the im- 
proved ship types which are joining the fleet. To provide facilities for the new 
earriers, for example, we propose a new drydock at Puget Sound, utilities im- 
provements at the piers at New York and Norfolk, and relocation of crane tracks 
at the Pearl Harbor drydock to provide clearance for the increased width of 
flight decks. In order to permit the new, deeper draft, nuclear submaries to op- 
erate from the submarine base at New London, we propose to deepen the channel, 
and to replace an old pier, which is at the point of condemnation, with one which 
can accommodate these submarines. The total cost of items of this nature is 
estimated at $34,151,000. 

Second, we seek to protect our existing plant. Toward this objective, we 
propose to spend a little over $414 million in subsidence remedial measures to 
protect the Long Beach Shipyard, valued at nearly $170 million. We propose 
to spend a little less than $5 million in reconstruction of the principal repair 
pier at Pearl Harbor which was never adequate for modern use, was subse- 
quently damaged on December 7, 1941, and has seen deterioration over the years. 
The total requested in this category is $9,830,000. 

Third, we propose to provide certain classified facilities for the fleet com- 
manders, the need for which has been acute since the beginning of World War 
Il. It is only in the past year or so that we have been technically able to meet 
this need. 

Fourth, we propose to provide for our personnel at the naval base, Subic 
Bay, those facilities which are urgently needed for their support. Among these 
items are additional barracks, the completion of the hospital, and accommoda- 
tions for the staff, schools, and a store and commissary to replace the present 
inadequate facilities. We feel that the provision of minimal support for our 
personnel at Subie is not only a moral responsibility but good business. We 
propose to expend just over $12 million toward this objective. 

Fifth, we seek to improve the capabilities of our laboratories to carry on our 
research and development program. Toward this objective we have two items. 
The first is to provide a facility at the experiment station at Annapolis to in- 
vestigate stray magnetic fields, an essential to the development of equipment for 
our magnetic minesweepers. The second item will increase the fuel storage and 
boiler capacity at David Taylor Model Basin, at Carderock, to provide heat for 
new buildings now under construction. The aggregute cost of these two items 
is $733,000. 

Submissions of projects categorized as urgent were received from our field 
activities, amounting to $395 million. The Shore Station Development Board, 
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reviewing each project on its merits, concurred that about $218 million worth 
were truly urgent. Subsequently, the application of budgetary considerations 
has reduced the program to $82,104,000. This program has been screened and 
rescreened until it represents a bare minimum. 


1. Facilities to support new classes: 











Carrier-nepair ete, Puget, Bound ...i..- ~~ ..---asedési—nce eee $25, 438, 000 
Utilities improvements, New York -...-....-._--__=- 1, 452, 000 
Replace pier 10, New Londonu ius 2s) 2 ce iO diet 550, 000 
Dredge channel, New London___~-_--__.-___.____- 2, 416, 000 
Utilities improvements, Norfolk......---. 1.0. ee 2, 998, 000 
CYANE TFACES, LD BORSE TIGPWOe. pein on adn. ee 1, 297, 000 
teed io th eo. Os oO ks bie iil JS) LE Sra Bt 34, 151, 000 
2. Protection of existing plant: 
Subsidence measures, Long Beach... ~.--..______-._____ 4, 660, 000 
Reconatruct terthis, Pearl Warner. a ie 4, 779, 000 
Rehabilitate dispensary, Portsmouth _._ --_---___________ 391, 000 
TR es datas Sense thie Sek lh bis he dk died ede 9, 830, 000 
3. Facilities for fleet commanders: 5 
CINCLANT PDT; | clawéifie@ oli 0l i us 12, 808, 000 
CINGPACEL?, clanmi@ie@:: 2245 ad csecukusdseee iia les 12, 302, 000 
ORR D a scan, ips shceie ein eankcanc aman sasiitieiedh lad aad alii lee ae on ee 25, 110, 000 
4. Personnel support, Subic Bay: 
Station hospital, final increment... 3icss.i 24. zeieil 1, 750, 000 
Site development, 70008223... -~.3scseh indeed eae 3, 391, 000 
PEC oo iendiebcnteitcrninil escent Deana val edu ibn deaceeces tented aa 1, 504, 000 
td OU | ARR ee titled MES Aha a PA th a A Me ce an FG EB 3, 229, 000 
Outdod? ' recreation Facets... 3. too SS 300, 000 
Exchange and qoumiqneary nuit cin ccceis se ee elk 989, 000 
Leundry. and. dry. clo@Ring.. <6 ini. nckisnassoa eects see 1, 117, 000 
EO ek. ass 2% cnceentctnedl eacacasttnnns snqmuitidion sagittata kia: dani eee 12, 280, 000 
5. Improvement of laboratory capabilities: 
Magnetic field facility, engineering experiment station_____ 618, 000 
Incremental steam supply, David Taylor Model Basin ______ 115, 000 
Oe eee ee eee eee eee ae nee 733, 000 


Senator Jackson. Do you wish to summarize it? 

Admiral Honsincer. Well, the area that we are asking funds for is 
covered in five different parts. There is one part that has to do with 
improving our present facilities, the total estimated funds for which 
are $34,151,000. 

The second part has to do with protecting our existing shore plant. 
That totals up to $9,830,000. 

A third of the five parts has to do with classified projects which 
add up to about $25 million. 

A fourth part has to do with the Philippines, and comes to about 
$12 million. 

A fifth and last of the 5 parts has to do with our laboratories, and 
totals $733,000, making a total under the sponsorship of the Bureau 
of Ships of $82,104,000. 

Senator Jackson. What is your total again? 

Admiral Honsinecer. $82,104,000. 

Senator Jackson. We will take up the first item, then, Admiral or 
Captain. 
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INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


NAVAL ENGINEERING EXPERIMENT STATION 


Captain Ares. There are eight projects in the continental ship- 
yard facilities in section 201 of the bill. 

The first project is at the Naval Engineering Experiment Station 
at Annapolis for a stray magnetic field measurement facility in the 
amount of $618,000. 

The applicable mission of this station is to conduct applied research, 
development, investigations, evaluations, and tests in the fields of 
physics, chemistry, metallurgy, and electricity with respect to marine 
engineering equipment, materials, and processes, with particular em- 
phasis on propulsion machinery and its auxiliaries. This project 
will provide a facility to test all types of minesweeper electrical equip- 
ment to measure stray magnetic fields at distances up to 30 feet below 
the equipment. 

The present procedure is an inefficient and uneconomical trial and 
error system in which measurements are made at degaussing ranges on 
completed ships afloat. 

That is the item that you find on page 1 and page 2 in the detailed 
book, sir. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

Will this complete the program ? 

Admiral Honstncer. This is a self-contained item. 


NAVAL SHIPYARD, PUGET SOUND 


Captain Artes. The next item is at the Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, 
Wash., for construction of the first increment of a carrier-repair site 
for $25,438,000. 

The mission of this activity at Bremerton is to provide logistic 
support for assigned ships and service craft; to perform authorized 
work in connection with construction, conversion, overhaul, repair, 
alteration, drydocking, and outfitting of ships and craft as assigned; 
to perform manufacturing, research, development, and test work as 
assigned ; to provide services and material to other activities and units, 
as directed by competent authority. 

This facility is needed to provide the only drydock on the west coast 
where major repairs to Forrestal class carriers can be made. Plans 
and specifications for this facility were authorized in fiscal year 1956, 
and were funded last year. 

When one of these large carriers is docked in an existing drydock, 
there is insuflicient space inside the dock for making major repairs 
to the ship and for operation of mobile weight-handling equipment. 

That is described in greater detail on pages 3 and 4 of the book. 

Mr. BeLiev. What do you mean by the first increment on that, 
Captain Ailes? 

Captain Ares. The first increment will provide a usable dock. 

The second, which we anticipate asking for either partially, or we 
might even divide it into three increments, will be forthcoming next 
year, and the year after, possibly, to round out the facility in order 
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to provide other pier space for the piers we. are using to make this 
facility usable. 

That is on page 3. 

Senator Jackson. The $25 million item will provide a facility ade- 
quate to get the carrier into the dock? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. But the supporting additions will bring the total 
cost up to $35 million; is that it? 

Captain Arrs. $35 million; about $10 million more, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Will that complete it? 

Captain Aires. That will complete it. But this will still give us a 
usable dock. 

Senator Jackson. The $25 million ? 

Captain Ares. Will give us usable dockage. 

Senator Jackson. There were estimates all the way up to $45 
million at one time. Is this a fairly firm figure? 

Captain Artes. This is fairly good. We have a good architect- 
engineer. 

Senator Jackson. What is the status of that program, your archi- 
tect-engineering and design work? Can someone speak to that? 

Captain Errer. The plans and specifications are to be completed 
this fall, and we anticipate letting the contract in January. 

Senator Jackson. In January. 

You feel you would be prepared to let the contract to them? 
You really will not know what the costs are going to run, will you, 
until that work has been completed ¢ 

Captain Errrer. We will not know, of course, the exact costs until 
we take competitive bids. But this is based on a firm engineering 
estimate by the architectural and engineering firm which prepared 
the advanced planning report, and it should be quite accurate. 

Captain A1trs. This shows our current problem, this sketch, which, 
[ believe, you will find in the record of the House. You might desire 
to put it in the record. 

It shows the slight space we have here and our proposed setup where 
vou can get around to working on the bottom, too. 

Senator Jackson. As I understand the present situation, you can 
get a Forrestal carrier into the dock, but when it involves battle dam- 
age, you would be in great difficulty, because you would not have the 
freedom of movement 

Captain Aites. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson (continuing). To do the necessary repair work; 
is that correct ? 

Captain Artes. The repair work would not be possible. 

Senator Jackson. You can squeeze one in, but that is only for occu- 
paney, not for-—— 

Admiral Honstneerr. It is inches to spare only, and not feet. 

Captain Ares. If she is damaged and drawing water, more water 
than normal, or has any great list, we could not get her in at all. 

Senator Jackson. According to this figure in the sketch, there are 
15 inches on either side. 

Captain AtLes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. And with the new dock there would be 37 feet 
6 inches on either side ? 
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Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You do not plan to go any wider than that? 

Captain Atzs. No, sir. This is designed to take the largest carrier 
planned now, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. This takes a 252-foot-wide flight deck with a 30-foot 
clearance on either side; is that it ? 

Captain Ares. The flight deck does not go down into the dock, but 
will extend beyond the sides, with the cranes far enough out so that 
the cranes can pass on each side. 

Mr. BeLiev. You prefer normally, when repairing a ship of this 
size, to go through the side ? 

Captain Aies. Yes; or the bottom, rather than the flight deck all 
through the ship. 

Mr. Reta. What you have to do now is go down through the top 
and bring all your heavy equipment out through the top? 

Admiral Honstnerr. As you say, from the sketch it is impossible 
to work from the side under water with only 15 inches. 

Senator Jackson. What is your construction schedule as to your best 
estimate, assuming that funds become available ? 

Captain Errer. About 36 months, sir. 

Senator Jackson. About 36 months, assuming it is let in January? 

Captain Errer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. About 3 years from that date; it will be com- 
pleted then in 1961, calendar 1961. 

You have made all the test drills, and so forth, as to the foundation, 
and this has proved to be satisfactory at the present site? 

Captain Errer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 


NEW YORK NAVAL SHIPYARD 


Captain Arres. The third project is to improve the utilities sys- 
tems at the Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, N. Y., at the estimated cost of 
$1,452,000. It has a similar mission to that of the Bremerton Ship- 
yard. It isa similar facility. 

The mission is to provide logistic support for assigned service craft ; 
to perform authorized work in connection with construction, conver- 
sion, overhaul, repair, alteration, drydocking, and outfitting of ships 
and craft, as assigned; to perform manufacturing, research, develop- 
ment, and test work as assigned; to provide services and materials to 
other activities units, as directed by competent authority. 

Senator Jackson. It will not accommodate the Forrestal class? 

Captain Artes. No, sir. 

What we are asking for here is an improvement to the utilities sys- 
tem at the shipyard in . Br ooklyn, sir, at an estimated cost of $1,452,000. 
The utilities systems needing improvement are the electrical, fresh and 
salt water, steam and compressed air distribution systems. This need 
is directly attributable to the requirement to service our large ships, 
particularly our Forrestal class carriers. 

Senator Jackson. Do you have your own power system there? 

Captain Ares. In the ship? 

Senator Jackson. No, I meant—— 

Captain Artes. In the yard? 

Senator Jackson. Yes, sir. 








\w 


a ae 


* 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 535 


One of the items is a 4,500 kilovolt-ampere substation. 

Captain Armes. When the ship comes in and moors at the pier it 
connects to the yard power system and takes power and water and air 
and other utilities from the dock, so it can shut down the main sys- 
tem on the ship. 

We have our own power system in the yard. 

Senator Jackson. Otherwise I would think it would be the obliga- 
tion of the private utility to provide there the substation; but you 
generate your own power! 

Captain Atgs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. On the dock at the station? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. All of these items are in support of operating 
your facility in connection with this new requirement ? 

Admiral Honstnerr. So the ship may be able to shut down its own 
powerplant and overhaul it, so when it goes out to sea it will be in 
tiptop shape. 

Mr. BeLrev. If you did not have it you would have to keep the 
ship’s pow erplant going? . 

Captain Armezs. When the ship ties up in the berth, that is what 
happens now. 

DAVID TAYLOR MODEL BASIN, MARYLAND 


The next project is David Taylor Model Basin. 

The mission of this station is to conduct fundamental, applied and 
developmental research to develop designs of naval vessels which have 
minimum resistance, satisfactory maneuverability, and maximum pro- 
pulsion efficiency for given military characteristics; design of pro- 
pellers; efficient structures of ships; such counte.: measures as may be 
assigned, to solve various other problems, such as noise elimination 
and the reduction of vibration; and to perform developmental tests of 
aircraft, guided missiles, and their components. 

This project is for the improvement of a steam plant at this activity 
for $115,000. 

Senator Jackson. Will you save anything? Are you converting 
to oil? 

Captain AiLes. No. We are already—— 

pe itor JACKSON. Since it is oil fired. 

Captain Artes. But this is to provide the steam plant improvement 
to take care of the facilities that are being built there. When they are 
put in commission and if we do not make this ch: ange, we will have to 
have oil delivered every 4 days, sir. If we have only a 4-day supply, 
during the winter months it is just too close to work on. 

Senator Jackson, This is not just a replacement, but to supplement 
On increase 

Captain ArLes. Supplement what we have and to provide for build- 
ings which are being built right now. 

Senator Jackson. All right, 

We will go to the next one. 


LONG BEACH NAVAL SHIPYARD 


Captain Ames. The next item is Long Beach, Calif., sir, which is 
another naval shipyard which performs functions similar to those I 
described to you for Bremerton and New York Shipyards. 








536 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


The mission is to provide logistic support for assigned ships and 
service craft; to perform authorized work in connection with con- 
struction, conversion, overhaul, repair, alteration, drydocking, and 
outfitting of ships and crafts as assigned; to perform manufacturing, 
research, development, and test work as assigned ; to provide services 
and material to other activities and units, as directly by competent 
authority. 

This includes a drydock for our larger ships. 

Last year the first increment was authorized for subsidence remedial 
measures at the naval shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., at an estimated 
cost of $5,724,000. 

An amendment to that prior authorization is included in this bill 
for an increase of $2,185,000. It is in addition to the second increment 
which we are talking about here. 

As we informed you last year, the removal of oil from the Wilming- 
ton oilfield has resulted in subsidence of the ground in and around 
the naval shipyard. 

It is expected that the ultimate subsidence will be reached by 1970. 

This project will permit the construction of a quay wall on the sea- 
ward side of the shipyard to protect the yard and adjacent property 
from flooding. 

This is a second increment of a 3-increment program. The next 
increment we expect to ask for next year, and this is designed to take 
care of the ultimate subsidence at this shipyard. 

Senator Jackson. Who is responsible legally for this subsidence? 
Has there been any determination of that? 

Captain Armes. No, sir. 

Admiral Honsrneer. I do not believe there has been any determina- 
tion legally, but we have our feelings that from an engineering point 
of view it seems to be without a doubt that the cause is the extraction 
of the oil from underneath the yard. 

Senator Jackson. Who owns the mineral rights? 

Admiral Honstneer. People other than the Government; the city 
in some cases, and many individuals in other cases. 

Senator Jackson. The Government went ahead and built this facil- 
ity without having a complete fee simple title? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. But had we had mineral rights it 
still would not have helped us too much because our property is such 
a small part of the overall field there. 

Senator Jackson. Well, it might be a nice legal question as to 
the—— 

Admiral Honstneer. It is a question we are now looking into, Sena- 
tor Jackson, but 

Senator Jackson. I think the solicitor of the Department ought to 
look into this because it is causing the Government quite an expendi- 
ture of funds. 

Admiral Honstneer. We are looking into it right now, sir. 

Senator Jackson. How much have you had to spend to date due 
to subsidence ? 

Admiral Honstncer. To date we have spent about $6 million, and 
we have had authorized this money that Captain Ailes speaks of, $5.7 
million. 

Senator Jackson. That brings it up to $11 million, a little over $11 
million. 
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Admiral Honsincer. $11 million or $12 million in that order, that 
is right; and we are asking for $4.6 million, and we will be asking-—— 

Senator Jackson. That will make it $16 million. 

Admiral Honsrycer. And we are asking for enough more to bring 
the total up to about $27.5 million. 

Mr. BeLiev. Last year, sir, in testimony before the committee, a line 
item of $5,984,000 was inserted for Long Beach, of which $5,724,000 
was for the subsidence problems; and then the witness stated that the 
next two increments contemplated about $10 million split into a second 
and third increment of roughly $5 million each. So this then is the 

second increment of approximately $5 million or $4.6 million, to be 
precise ? 

Admiral Honsrtncer. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLaev. And it will take about $5 million more? 

Admiral Honstncer. No; it will take more than that, because an- 
other year has now gone by, and our estimates, which were made a 
couple of years ago, at the time of your reading there, have been 
found to have increased like everything else has increased, and in 
this total of $27.5 million I have included the $5.6 million spent to 
date, which was not mentioned, I believe, in what you just read. 

Senator Jackson. What effort has been made from the standpoint 
of the Government’s recovering from people who might be responsible ¢ 
Could you supply or could someone supply the committee with that 
information’ I would like to know about it. 

Admiral Honstncer. I do not know that any effort has yet been 
made, Senator Jackson. 

Captain Ailes and I were parties last week or we went along with 
a congressional subcommittee that went out to look at this situation 
and discussed it with the people in Long Beach. 

Public hearings were held last Friday and Saturday. 

Senator Jackson. I saw something in the paper about it. 

Admiral Honstncer. Congressman Doyle was the subcommittee 
chairman. 

As a result of that, we are currently looking into the legalities of it. 

I think it is quite unanimously agreed by engineers, as I said, that 
the cause of the subsidence is the extraction of oil. 

Now, that agreement has only come about in the last year or two. 
Prior to that there was a good deal of discussion and misunder standing 
and not full agreement. 

Senator Jackson. If that is true, I think the Navy should, through 
the Department of Justice, see if the Government has a cause of action 
against those who are responsible, because this is a large item. It 
is equivalent to a drydock almost by the time you get through. 

I think, Mr. C hairman, when we get on the floor with an item like 
this, it is a little bit of a problem. I think it would be helpful if 
we could at least get a report as to what possible action might be 
taken in light of this information you now have, and in which there 
seems to be general agreement that it is due to the extraction of oil. 

I do not know what your legal rights are in this situation, but 
certainly it ought to be explored i in view of the fact that you have 
$27 million involved. 

Admiral Honstncer. We are exploring it now, sir, and I am not 
yet able to tell you today what the results are. 
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[At the conclusion of a series of correspondence between the De- 
partment of Justice and the Navy, the former, by letter of August 25, 
1948, advised the Navy that it was not going to proceed further with 
this case. The Navy presumed the Department of Justice considered 
that the Federal Government’s chance of winning a case against the 
extractors of oil from the Wilmington field to a remote. | 

Captain Aies. We are looking really quite hopefully to the report 
of this subcommittee which Mr. Vinson named to go to Long Beach and 
explore all possibilities of what we might do. 

Benatar Jackson. If you spend $27 million, will this preserve the 
investment ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir; it should. 

The working of the field out there will come to a close in another 12 
years, so by 1970, the prediction for the subsidence is for that point— 
the rate of subsidence has slowed down since about 3 or 4 years ago. 

Senator Jackson. Maybe about that time you will have an earth- 
quake. 

What damage was done in the big earthquake in Long Beach? 

Admiral Honstncrr. Twenty years ago? You mean in 1933? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Admiral Honsineoer. Well, a good deal of damage was done to the 
town. I was not there, but this facility did not exist then. 

The shipyard and drydock were started in 1941. So none of this 
existed at that time. 

Senator Jackson. You have $104 million invested in this, I see. 

Captain Atirs. $65 million. 

Mr. BeLrev. As a result of the study that might be concluded in 
1970, if all these increments might be put up, and as a result of a 
question by the chairman, Admiral Mumma said: 

We have parapets on the drydock now that are approximately 7 feet high 
and the tidewater stands halfway up to these parapets. 

Have any of the activities reduced that level ? 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, because the shrinkage has taken place at 
the rate of nine-tenths of a foot a year; so each year you are down a 
short foot more, and the money that was appropriated last year is 
already in contracts, and the work is going on. 

We were there just a few days ago, and you can see evidence of the 
construction that has been started to build those parapets or dike walls 
up higher. 

That first incremental amount of $5.7 million of last year took care of 
the lowest part of the waterfront. 

The part we are now asking for takes care of the next part. 

Senator Jackson. When did this start? 

Admiral HonsinGer. This started in the oil field; it was developed 
in 1936, and the first evidence of subsidence was noticed in about 
1941, when an engineer could not seem to make his calculations come 
out right, and they fired the man, and then the new engineer found 
out he could not make his calculations come out right either. 

Senator Jackson. But they never went in and started this in 1941? 

Admiral Honsrnesr. That is what I said. At that time it was no- 
ticed in the building of the drydock there, and it was not until a good 
many years had gone by, 6 or 8, that it began to really seem to be a 
most. troublesome item. 








we ~~ 


= cr 


\ 


ee Ve 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 539 


But the maximum rate of subsidence is now past, and we are on the 
downhill grade, and the many engineering reports that have been 
made, about a dozen different independent studies, all are im pretty 
close agreement that the end seems to be in sight by the year 1970. 

Senator Jackson. I wonder how accurate they can be, though, as to 
the rate of subsidence. You might get a jolt that will throw your 
figures off. 

Can you predict that accurately, Admiral, do you really feel ? 

Admiral Honsincer. Well, 10 years ago, no; but now that they 
have been studying—the first report was made in 1945, and over these 
dozen years, with half a dozen different engineering firms looking at it, 
I think that they can. 

Captain Airs. There is hope for another solution, though, sir, and 
that is the repressurization of the field, which might stop the 
subsidence. 

Senator Jackson. Fill it with water or something? 

Captain Aires. Pumping water back in, and that is the program 
that everybody is hoping will solve this thing and maybe reduce the 
ultimate subsidence, but it will not restore it, of course. 

Senator Jackson. No; I mean, you are not going to raise it, and 
we 

Captain Airs. We have had some very fine presentations on this 
subject, one by the Richfield Oil Co., which was very, very clear; and 
iu lot of people involved in this thing are anxious to get ahead with 
repressurization. 

They indicated their desire. It is something that has got to be done 
by everybody in the field or it will not work, sir. 

That is the big main problem in the whole thing. 

Admiral Honstncer. The subsidence effect is something which af- 
fects an area 5 miles long and 3 miles wide, and the other property 
owners are, in turn, fixing up their dikes, and improving their prop- 
erty, and they have every intention of staying there in spite of this 
handicap. 

Senator Jackson. What oil companies are drilling in that area ? 

Admiral Honsrncer. There are about 130 different operators, Sen- 
ator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. You will have a lot of parties defendant. 

Admiral Honsitncer. Richfield is in there and Union, Hancock, 
Standard, the big oil companies, Signal, and so on; but there are a 
great many owners and about 3,000 wells. It is a complex problem. 

Senator JAcKson. It is kind of hard to find the proximate cause of 
something like that. 

Senator STENNis. What was it you said, you had your engineers 
considering what ? 

Captain Aires. The repressurizing of the field, pumping water down 
under pressure. 

Admiral Honstncer. The pressures a mile underground have 
dropped from 2,000 or 3,000 pounds per square inch to 150 pounds per 
square inch; and by repressurizing, by filling up the interstices with 
water, why, it will hold them, 

Senator Stennis. From a layman’s viewpoint, it looks like you can- 
not get some stability there, and if you cannot, you had better just 
abandon it and start over, because that is serious trouble, I would think. 
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Maybe that water would do the job, but otherwise, building a wall 
to keep other water out, I do not believge that will go to the heart 
of your problem, will it, Admiral ? 

Admiral Honstncer. It does not go to the cause of it, Mr. Chair- 
man. It goes to what has to be done today. 

Senator STENNiS. To remedy it. 

Admiral Honstncrr. A good many years have gone by since this 
started, and right today there is a tremendously valuable property 
here. 

It is an efficient and excellent shipyard and, as I say, it is not only 
the shipyard ; there are adjoining pieces of property. In fact, there 
is a cooperative dike walkers group, and all the property owners 
in that area walk the dikes and make sure that each one does his 
part. 

Senator Jackson. It looks to me like you are on the horns of a 
dilemma. 

Senator Stennis. The House committee is going out right away ? 

Admiral Honsincer. They went out the other day, and we had a 
very full hearing. 

Senator Stennis. Is there anything else you want to say about 
that? 

What about that carrier program ? 

Captain Ares. We have six carriers authorized now, and the last 
one of those will be in in October 1960. 

The third one will be commissioned this August, and they come 
along one a year until October 1960. 

Senator Stennis. The third one this August, and then there is 
another one being built now, is there not ? 

Captain Aires. Yes. There are about four of them under con- 
struction now, sir. 

Senator STeNNis. Four of them under construction ? 

Captain Ares. Four; two in commission now. 

Senator Jackson. Two? 

Senator Stennis. That will run you through 1960, then? 

Captain Aiues. Yes. In October 1950 the sixth one comes in. 

Senator Stennis. That is all; six of them now. The sixth one is 
under construction now, then ? 

Admiral Honsrncer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. But they are all conventional, Mr. Chairman, 
unfortunately. 

Admifal Honsrtncer. In this year’s program we have the nuclear 
varrier. That is the first nuclear carrier or, stating with the big 
carriers, the Forrestal class, it will be the seventh. Six are the 
Forrestals and then this is the seventh. 

Senator Jackson. You have one coming in in July of this year, 
I notice, July 1957. 

Captaain Ares. Yes, sir; the anger. 

Senator JAcKsoN. Well, the list is in this book. There is no neces- 
sity for.putting this in. 

Captain AiLes. It has been published. 

Senator JAcKsoNn. This is unclassified. There is no need of putting 
them in the record at this point. 

All right. 
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NAVAL SUBMARINE BASE, NEW LONDON, CONN. 


Captain Artes. The next project is for the support of the nuclear- 
powered submarine at the Naval Submarine Base, New London, 
Conn. 

The Naval Submarine Base at New London has a mission to main- 
tain and operate small base facilities to support training and experi- 
mental operations of Atlantic Fleet submarine forces. 

It provides logistic support for two operational submarine squad- 
rons; Headquarters, Commander Submarine Force, United States 
Atlantic Fleet ; submarine development group, two reserve fleet vessels 
assigned; and such operational development force vessels as are as- 
signed this area. It provides logistic support and supply department 
functions for the United States Coast Guard and other naval activi- 
ties in the area, as directed by higher authority. 

It trains personnel for duty in the submarine forces. It provides 
communications for limited fleet support, including NTX relay facili- 
ties. It provides for a registered publications issuing office of the 
naval communications system. . 

The projects here are two in number. One is for the replacement 
of a deteriorated timber pier at an estimated cost of $550,000; and 
the second is for dredging the channel of the Thames River for 
approximately 2 miles, 30 feet deep and 300 feet wide, at a cost of 
$416,000, 

The present channel is about 19 feet deep. 

The nuclear-powered submarines have 28-foot draft. The area 
adjacent to the existing pier is to be dredged to a 30-foot water depth 
and a concrete and steel pier, 30 feet by 360 feet will be constructed, 
with utilities needed to service the submarines. 

Only when this project is completed will the Navy be able to cease 
use of the pier at the Electric Boat division of General Dynamics 
Corp., approximately 614 miles from the base. 

That pier is needed for fitting out of new construction and for com- 
mercial use. That pier is the one that General Dynamics Corp. has. 

This project becomes more urgent as additional nuclear-powered 
submarines join the fleet. 

Senator Jackson. How much of the traffic in this channel that is 
to be dredged is Government traffic, and how much of it is local ¢ 

Captain Artes. I would have to find that out, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

Approximately 95 percent of the shipping using the Thames River in the 
area to be dredged is Government owned, the balance commercial. The sub- 
marine base averages 45 ship movements per day. The Coast Guard Academy 
and one small shipbuilding company, located on the opposite bank of the Thames 
engaged principally in repair of submarines and Navy small craft, will also 
benefit. Since the dredging will stop at pier 17 at the submarine base, shipping 
drawing more than 19 feet will not be able to proceed up river beyond the base. 

Senator Jackson. I mean, this will be of substantial local benefit 
of a non-Federal nature; will it not? 

Captain Atrs. Yes, sir; it will provide some non-Federal benefit. 
but the principal, most urgent, need for it is for these atomic sub- 
marines which draw so much water. Most commercial traffic would 
not draw anywhere near this amount of water. 
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Senator Jackson. Well, of course, I do not know that you would 
need that much water for a merchant ship coming in. 

Admiral Honstncer. Not a merchant ship using this river. 

Captain Ares. The larger merchant ships could use it from now on, 
as far as the submarine base, that is, as far as we are going to correct it. 

Senator Jackson. Just to the base? 

Captain Airs. So far as General Dynamics’ docks are actually con- 
cerned. 

Mr, BeLizev. In relation to the pier, do you not have any piers now 
that can provide adequate deep-water berthing? 

Captain Ares. We have piers with wooden pilings. The danger in 
dredging around and alongside of those is, if we dredge far enough 
down to take the atomic submarine, we get near the bottom of those 
pilings, and the piers will collapse. 

The pier pilings are not long, so if we dredge without moving the 
pier and replacing it, all of the piling will be weakened, and collapse. 
So what we have to do is dredge and buid a new pier. 

Mr. BeLiev. You expect quite a bit of traffic in these deep-water 
draft submarines? 

Captain Ares. Yes; we do. We have quite a large program of 
those. 

Senator Jackson. All right. We will go on to the next item. 


NORFOLK NAVAL SHIPYARD 


Captain Atres. The project at the Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, Va. 
for the first increment of the utilities expansion in the amount ef 
$2,998,000, has the same purpose as the previously discussed project 
at the Brooklyn Naval Shipyard, and the yard has the same mission 
as the Bremerton and Long Beach yards that we have previously 
spoken of. 

The mission is to provide logistic support for assigned ships and 
service craft; to perform authorized work in connection with con- 
struction, conversion, overhaul, repair, alteration, drydocking, and 
outfitting of ships and craft, as assigned; to perform manufacturing 
research, development, and test work, as assigned; and to provide 
services and materials to other activities and units, as directed. 

At Norfolk, as I said, this project is similar to the one we had at 
Brooklyn Naval Shipyard. It is to improve the electrical, fresh 
and salt water and steam distribution facilities, to service various 
types of naval] vessels, including Forrestal class carriers and other 
capital ships. At present, there are no berths at the yard capable 
of providing all necessary utilities to these ships. The existing 
utilities were constructed during World War I and II to meet the 
utilities demands of ships of those days. 

Just to cite a couple of examples here, the facilities available at 
drydock No. 4 will provide about 7,400 pounds of steam per square 
inch pressure. 

The Forrestal class carrier, for auxiliary use, needs 20,000 pounds 
per hour. She would have to provide steam for herself while she 
is at that dock, unless this project is completed. She needs 3,500 
gallons per minute of salt water. The dock can only provide 1,700 
gallons per minute. 
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Senator Jackson. I notice the pattern is the same here as in the 
previous ones, 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. It is similar to New York. ; 

Senator Jackson. It is the lack of supporting utilities, both in 
power and in steam / 

Captain AitEs. Power, steam, fresh water, and salt water. 

Senator Jackson. Supporting requirements? 

Captain Aiss. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Is this pattern going to be followed in all the 
dry docks ? 

Captain Aimxs. No. It is not necessarily the drydocks; it is the 
yards themselves. 

Senator Jackson. Well, I meant the yards. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Honstneer. We are taking care of our two principal east 
coast capital carrier yards, Senator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. What is the situation as to the west coast? 

Admiral Honstncer. The west coast, Puget Sound, has been taken 
care of with this big drydock and pier facility we were talking of 
a few minutes ago. 

Senator Jackson. The supporting facilities will be incorporated 
in the new docks? 

Admiral Honsrncer. Yes, sir; already in there; that is right. 

Senator Jackson. Where are your other two docks? There is one 
in California, and have you decided where the other is yet? 

Captain Artes. Boston and San Francisco, as presently planned, 
sir. 

Senator Jackson. Those are the three, and Bremerton ? 

Captain Ares. The third in Bremerton; yes, sir. 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 


PORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD 


Captain Airs. The final project in this group is at the Naval Ship- 
yard, Portsmouth, N. H. 

The mission of this yard is to provide logistic support for assigned 
service craft and active fleet vessels, including conversion, overhaul, 
alteration, and drydock submarines, and various types of surface ships 
up to and including submarine tenders; to design and construct sub- 
marines; to accomplish quinquennial overhauls; to conduct manufac- 
turing, research, development, and test work. 

The project requested here is to provide for an adequate modern 
dispensary facility. 

The project proposed is for conversion of an existing 3-story build- 
ing to the dispensary at a cost of $391,000. 

The converted building will provide the approximatley 23,300 square 
feet of space needed to effectively and efficiently render the medical 
and dental service needed by the military and civil-service personnel 
of the yard and crews of vessels docked at the yard. 

The present space of about 11,300-square feet is in 2 buildings, 
2 blocks apart. 
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These buildings are spacewise and functionally inadequate, and the 
plumbing, ventilation and heating, and electrical facilities and elce- 
trical utilities are unsuitable for a dispensary. 

This is a project for $391,000 for conversion of existing property. 

Mr. BreLizv. How many personnel will this facility serve, Captain 
Ailes ? 

Captain Artes. About 7,400. 

Senator Jackson. You are in two different buildings now ¢ 

Captain Ares. The facilities are separated in 2 buildings, 2 blocks 
apart, sir. 

They do not provide the needed space, privacy, or the ordinary neces- 
sary facilities you need to have a proper dispensary. 

Senator Jackson. Will there be any savings in operation and main- 
tenance by this consolidation ? 

Captain Aires. There should most certainly be, sir. 

It has not been calculated, sir, although I think with a consolidation 
like this it is bound to be more efficient. 

Senator Jackson. What are you going to do with the two build- 
ings abandoned ? 

Captain Ames. They are going to be used for design offices 

Mr. BeLaev. What do you rate the capacity of the existing struc- 
ture, personnel wise / 

Captain Arrgs. It is right now serving 7,400 in the most cramped 
of quarters. 

All the studies of it have indicated that it is quite inadequate. 

Senator Jackson. The next item is a classified item. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. We will take that up in the classified 
book, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We will skip those now. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Captain Ares. There are two other amendments to prior authoriza- 
tions, one for the naval 

Senator Stennis. Which item are you talking about now ? 

Captain Artes. These are prior authorizations . You asked me to 
speak of them as we came to these various ones. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. I mean, which is your project? 

Captain Arges. We have just finished 

Mr. BeLiev. What location are these revisions to prior authoriza- 
tions? 

Captain Artes. These are at San Diego and Charleston, S. C., and 
there are no new shipyard projects this year for those locations. 

Senator Stennis. All right, go ahead with your explanation on 
those. 

Captain Aizs. Yes, sir. 








Navan Reparr Factrrry, San Dreco 


At the Naval Repair Facility, San Diego, steam line replacement ; 
there is a requested increase of $470,000. 
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NAVAL SHIPYARD, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


The second increase in prior authorization is for an increase at the 
Naval Shipyard, Charleston, S. C., dredging equipment an increase 
of $43,000. 

The previously authorized amount, when we got down to letting 
the contract, was not sufficient. 

Senator Stennis. You mean the dredging ? 

Captain Ares. Increase in prices and 

Senator STENNIs. $43,000 ? 

Captain Args. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right; pass that one over. Give us something 
on that $470,000. 

Why w ould that require so much of an increase ? 

ae ‘BeLiev. What was the total authorization, Captain Ailes ! 

Captain Arxs. The prior authorization was $629,000. 
Senator Jackson. How can you be that much off, $629,000? And 








Captain Ars. The increase is to $1,099,000. 

We could take these up at the end if you would like. 

Senator Stennis. If you have it now we already are on it. 

Senator Jackson. What happened ? 

Mr. Chairman, that is $629,000, which was the original estimate. 
It runs almost double that. 

Senator Stennis. If you are not prepared on it just now you can 
pass it up. 

Senator Jackson. Maybe you will want to supply the information 
later. 

Captain Artes. We can pick these up. We do not have it at the 
same loeation. 

Senator Stennis. Let us adopt this rulé: If it is a matter on which 
you have authorization requests, then bring in your additional request 
with it. But if it is an item that has no authorization request now, 
a pass it over to the end of the hearing. 

Captain Ares. All right, sir. 

Senator STENNIs. What about that? 

Senator Jackson. Fine. 

Senator STennis. All right. Let us proceed. Portsmouth Naval 
Yard, is that right’ 

Captain Artes. We finished that one. 

Senator STENNIs. Yes. 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Captain Airs. The next are fleet facilities. The second class of 
projects in the bill are for fleet base facilities. 

Commander Baldwin of the Office of Chief of Naval Operations is 
here as sponsor for this group, and he has a brief statement which 
we might insert in the record, and go on to the line items under this, 
sir, 

Senator Stennis. All right. 
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(The statement referred to follows :) 
PREPARED STATEMENT DCNO (LoeistIcs) 


PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION PROGRAM, FISCAL YEAR 1958 (FLEET FACILITIES) 


Fleet facilities are sponsored by the Deputy Chief of Naval Operations (Logis- 
tics). These facilities are located at naval activities not under the management 
control of a technical bureau or office. 

In the fiscal year 1958 program, authorizations are being requested for 13 
urgent items at an estimated cost of $22.9 million. 

These items are being sponsored to provide for the following: 

(a) Correction of certain deficiencies in fleet support of an urgent nature. 

(0) Minimum increments in the orderly replacement of deteriorated temporary 
facilities. 

The items in this program will be discussed under three categories. The first 
category consists of military improvements necessary to meet current opera- 
tional requirements: 4 items for a total of $10.5 million. Three of these items 
are at continental naval stations and bases and one item at an Overseas Naval 
base. Justification for these items stems from a requirement to correct defi- 
ciencies in the capacity of shore activities to support their planned current mis- 
sion, workload, or base loading. Two of the larger and more urgent of these 
items are the second increment of the base modernization including a new pier 
at the naval base, Norfolk, Va., for $7.8 million, and pier utilities at the naval 
station, Newport, R. I., for $1.8 million. 

The second category consists of 2 military improvement items contributing 
to the safety of life, for a total of $1.7 million. The intent is to reduce hazards 
to life and loss of time, i. e., to reduce indirect charges to the operating budget. 
These items replace inadequate sewage facilities at the Naval station, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba and make electric substation improvements at the Naval 
station, San Juan, P. R. 

The third category consists of 7 military improvement items to promote human 
efficiency and habitability for a total of $10.7 million. Provision is made in this 
category for urgently needed family housing, barracks, bachelor officers quar- 
ters, dependent medical facility, recreational facilities, and one other item 
of a community support nature. These line items provide the following at the 
Naval Station, Adak, Alaska: Family housing (81 units) for $3.7 million, 
recreation building extension for $0.8 million, and a station hospital extension 
(dependents wing) for $0.2 milion. The second increment of the powerplant 
and electrical system is provided at the Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba 
for $3.2 million. The remaining 3 items are at continental activities as follows: 
Barracks for 756 men at the Naval Station, Key West, for $1.3 million; bachelor 
officers quarters (150 officers) for $0.9 million and an enlisted men’s service 
club for $0.6 million at the Naval Station, Newport. 


NAVAL STATION, KEY WEST, FLA. 


Captain Ares. These are four projects in the continental portion 
of this class. 

The first is the naval station at Key West for the construction of the 
first increment of barracks at $1,326,000. 

The naval station at Key West is a station which provides in-port. . 
services for the operating forces and logistic support for dependent 
activities in the vicinity. 

The existing barracks are substandard, temporary wood structures 
built during World War II, having a normal capacity of 1,400 berth- 
ing spaces. 

However, we have 2.268 enlisted men berthed in those barracks 
which, on this basis, provide about 46 square feet of living space per 
man, about 40 percent less than standard. 

This project will relieve this condition to a large extent. It will be 
for three 252-men barracks buildings for a total of 756 berthing 
spaces. 
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Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, might I say for the record that 
I have to leave now, and that I would like to be present when they 
take up the item on Whidbey Island Naval Air Station. — 

I have had a lot of people writing in about the land acquisition 
in connection with the base. 

I supported the Navy the last time on it, and I see we are in for more 
land, and I would like a full explanation when we come to that item. 

I am sorry that I have to go. 

Senator Stennis. Senator, we are sorry that you have to leave, but 
we are appreciative of the fact that you were able to come. 

We will certainly defer this matter that you have expressed an 
interest in until you can be here. 

All right, let us proceed, gentlemen. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. That is your first increment of how many in- 
crements for these barracks ? 

Captain Ares. We figure we can probably complete this in two 
increments. Maybe it might extend to three. 

Senator Srennis. Of course, this is a permanent installation, one 
of your old ones, is it not? 

Captain Artes. One of our oldest, and one of our very important 
ones down there. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Mr. BeLiev. On your justifications sheet you say that at the present 
time enlisted personnel are, of necessity, crowded into existing bar- 
racks with an average of about 46 square feet of living area per man. 

What is the desired criteria on your permanent base structure ? 

Captain Artes. 72, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. 72? | It is better than half or two-thirds of what is 
desired ? 

Captain AtLes. That is right, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. Those are the only questions I have, Senator. 

Captain Artes, About 40 percent. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, at the next meeting I would like 
for the Navy to be prepared on the Port Chicago matter. There are 
a lot of questions I would like to ask with reference to the status 
of it. 

Senator Srennis. It is not in the budget. 

Senator Jackson. It is not in the budget and no funds requested ? 

Captain Artes. The land acquisition item is not in the bill now, sir. 

Senator Jackson. I would like to discuss, however, the report that 
they hired a private firm, I believe, to make a survey, and I would 
just like to find out what the thinking of the Bureau of Ordnance is 
in regard to this as far as the future program; and also the status 
of this rehabilitation center that I think is planned for the next budget 
for the west coast. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right, gentlemen; let us proceed. 


NAVAL STATION, LONG BEACH, CALIF. 


Senator Srennis. Your next item will be naval station, Long 
Beach, Calif. 
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Captain Ams. The second project in this class is at the naval sta- 
tion, Leng Beach, Calif. 

The mission of this station is to provide in-port services for the 
operating forces and logistic support for dependent activities in the 
vicinity, including out-of-service-in-reserve- craft and the Long Beach 
reserve fleet group. 

This project is to provide the first increment of mooring facilities 
at the estimated cost of $544,000. 

Senator Stennis. This is not the same installation we talked about 
a while ago; is. it? 

Captain Arxs. This is next door to the shipyard, sir. This is just 
about out of the subsidence area, sir. It is in the same waters though. 

Senator Stennis. Along that same continuous avenue from south- 
ern California to northwest Washington; is it not? 

This is relatively a small amount now. Is it tied in, you say—how 
much is it tied in with this other item ? 

Captain Ares. Well, existing berthing and mooring facilities for 
the active fleet ships at the station consist of the 700-foot net pier, 
the pipeline pier, limited to craft smaller than destroyers, 7 bow and 
stern mooring buoys, and 1 free swing buoy. 

These facilities are inadequate for the 90 active fleet ships present 
daily. 

Piers C and D, now used for berthing 36 reserve fleet destroyers 
and a tender, can be made available for active fleet ships by this project 
for provision of mooring dolphins and extending existing mooring 
platform No. 5 for use by the reserve ships. 

That is, we are going to provide just small moorings for the reserve 
fleet ships, and turn their piers over to the active fleet, so that when 
the active fleet ships come in they can have adequate moorings. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Senator Case, you pick up there if you have any questions. 

Senator Casr. I have no questions at this point. 

Senator Stennis. How related in physical contact is this relatively 
small item here to the other one we discussed a while ago at Long 
Beach? 

Captain Aizs. The shipyard is in that same area. It is just across 
the small harbor from this mole, where these moorings will be. 

Senator Stennis. This is not afflicted with the same physical 
defect ? 

Captain Ares, This is just about the edge of the subsidence area. 
It is affected only slightly by the subsidence that is going on there. 

Senator Srennis. If you should abandon this other part of the 
project, would you continue to operate this part, if you can answer 
that question ? 

Captain Artes. With the ships based here, we would still need these 
facilities that we are proposing to provide, sir; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case, we got into a rather involved mat- 
ter here and the House has sent a committee to look into the matter 
of pumping out oil from under these naval installations in Long 
Beach, Calif., where there has been nine-tenths of a foot subsidence 
each year for the last 





Captail Arzes. It was up to a foot and a half at one time. 
Senator Srennts. It was? 
Captail Artes. Yes, sir. It is reduced. 
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Senator Srennis. For several years that has been the situation. 

So we passed that over, awaiting the House report, and this is 
related, as he has indicated. 

Senator Case. What did the experts say as to the course of the 
future there? Did they anticipate that it was going to taper off? 

Captail Ares. Yes, sir. They figure that it will be stopped by 
1970, sir. 

Senator Srennis. When was that? 

Captain Aires. 1970, about 1214 more years. 

Senator Case. Nine inches a year? 

Captain Artes. No; it is gradually reducing. It was up to a foot 
and a half a year, and it is up to nine-tenths of a foot now. 

Senator Srennis. They are considering pumping water back in 
there ¢ 

Captain Ares. They have started pumping water back in. 

They are putting in 40,000 barrels of water a day, but they have a 
program for going up to 800,000 barrels a day, which will offset the 
withdrawal of the oil. 

There was quite a detailed study last weekend. 

Senator Case. Is that ace epted as a dependable countermeasure ? 

Captain Atres. Yes, aa it is. 

For many years the Navy was the only one that held that view, 
but now it has been generally accepted, and the best explanation the 
committee got on the subject was from the Richfield Oil Co. engi- 
neers last Saturday morning out there, and they made a very detailed 
explanation, which it was indicated is generally accepted in the trade 
out there now, sir. 

Not only will it stop the subsidence 

Senator Casr. I know nothing about the liquids in that connection. 

Captain Artes. Not only will it stop the subsidence, Senator Case, 
but it will permit them to get twice as much oil out of the field, 
sir. For an investment of about 20 cents a barrel, they estimate they 
will get a $3 barrel of oil out. 

Senator Casr. Is there a complete trappage there so that the water 
loes not escape ? 

Captain Attrs. There is not complete trappage, and that is one of 
the big problems. To get all of the operators in the field to join in the 
unitization is one of the problems they are confronted with right now, 
sir. 

Senator Case. Did the House committee make findings or recom- 
mendations consistent with this? 

Senator Stennis. They have not reported yet. They have been out 
there lately, and so far as we know they have not reported; is that 
correct ? 

Captain Arrs. We went out last weekend, Admiral Honsinger of 
the Bureau of Ships and I accompanied the subcommittee out ‘there, 
und they held hearings on Friday and Saturday. 

Senator Case. Is the city of Long Beach depending on a similar 
tactic? 

Captain Atrrs. The city of Long Beach owns half of the oil out 
there, and they are one of the lar crest participants, and they certified 
they were anxious to participate in this repressur ization 

Senator Stennis. You say they own half of it ? 

Captain Artes. They own nearly half of it. 
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Senator Stennis. It looks like a shortsighted policy if they let this 
subsidence continue. 

Mr. BeLiev. With respect to the subsidence, the pumping of water 
will not change your picture; it will stop it, but it will not bring the 
a up again. 

aptain Ares. No; it will undoubtedly stop the sinking, that is 
coal ody’s opinion out there, and it will undoubtedly reduce the 
total subsidence that is anticipated if they do not do it. 

Mr. BeLirv. The money you are requesting is not to pump water 
in, but to revet your existing establishment ? 

Captain Armes. Just to protect our own property. 

Senator Case. Of course, the matter is related in that you would 
want to know that the steps that you are taking are not going to be 
thrown out of joint by the development of a subsidence. Whatever 
measures you are taking should be consistent with an accepted course 
of the physical features there. 

Captain Atres. Yes, sir; they are. 

And the other firms in the area, which includes the big Ford assem- 
bly plant, large Southern California Edison plant, many packing 

lants, are doing the same thing we are doing, and also the city of 
Lone Beach, they are doing the same thing, diking and filling. 

Senator Case. Are you gaining some ground that way! Are you 
actually making up some ground / 

Captain Ares. No, sir. But we are improving our facility at the 
same time we are doing it. We are correcting certain undesirable fea- 
tures that we had before. 

Actually, in building the drydock, instead of bringing it straight 
on up, we are letting it come out a little larger so that we can actually 
handle the larger carriers at the same time. 

Mr. BeLiev. All of this money is not attributable directly to the 
subsidence problem, or cannot be charged on a straight line book- 
keeping entry to the subsidence. 

Captain Ares. I would rather put it this way: We are doing it 
directly to correct the subsidence. It has got to be done for subsidence 
correction, but the way we are doing it we are improving the facilities 
at the same time. 

Senator Casz. What is the present investment of the facility that 
will be affected by this problem ? 

Captain Ares. The present facilities have an investment of about 
$65 million, with a replacement value of an estimated $170 million. 

Senator Case. Is there any sizable further development of the 
ag ilities themselves programed ? 

Captain Artes. Not programed; no, sir. 
Senator Case. All right. Let us go on to the next project. 


NAVAL STATION, NEWPORT, R. I. 


Captain Artes. The next station or the next project is at the Naval 
Station at Newport, R. I. That consists of three line items. 

That station provides in-port services for the operating forces and 
logistic support for dependent activities in the vicinity, including 
out-of-service-in-reserve craft. 

Newport is the home port, the largest home port, of the Atlantic 
Fleet destroyers. It is the location of the commander of destroyers 
of the Atlantic Fleet. 
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The facilities requested are bachelor officers’ quarters, the first 
increment, for $913,000; an enlisted men’s service club at $583,000; 
and pier utilities for $1,816,000. 

The existing BOQ consists of six converted enlisted men’s barracks 
which are temporary wood structures built in 1942. 

Its normal capacity is 464 spaces, but 600 spaces are required; and 
the officers are required to live in crowded, unsuitable spaces. 

The first increment will relieve this crowding by provision of a 
BOQ having 150 spaces for officers. 

The enlisted men’s service club will replace a small, inadequate 
temporary facility, and augment the meager recreation facilities 
available to the enlisted personnel in the area. It will be conveni- 
iently located for accessibility to both fleet and shore-based personnel. 

The pier utilities are required to provide steam and fresh water to 
ships berthed at the newly constructed pier No. 1 by increasing the 
capacity and operating pressure of the existing boiler plant and com- 
pleting a fresh-water main loop. 

The lack of these utilities requires continued operation of a ship’s 
steam plant when in port, greatly handicapping routine maintenance 
of puch equipment, and it requires the use of barges for water 
replenishment. 

These are on pages 26 and 26A, 

Senator Case. Yes, I am following it. 

Captain Atnes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. How far is the station from the nearest city? 

Captain Ares. The city of Newport is 2 miles southeast of the 
Naval Station. It is right on the outskirts of Newport proper, sir. 

Senator Casr. What are the other recreational facilities that you 
have for enlisted men at the station ? 

Captain Ares. We do not have that available, Senator Case. I 
can put that in the record; I do not have it here. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The number, type, and location of the existing recreational facilities at the 
United States Naval Station, Newport, R. I., are as follows: 


Coasters Harbor Island and Coddington Point: 


Indoor swimming pools (capacity, 150 men each) _—~--______-_-----__ + 
Re Te wx pk os gn chen a nie cdeaneraeardaches treat chara eipiend ata 3 
Combination baseball and football fields_.__________________._______ 2 
ween eens. Dok anni es thy an Mined eka e ew SR eee ee 4 
Tennis courte.......2iis JOST Le LU a eee de 5 
Recreation building (includes 8 bowling alleys) ~_.________._-_____ 1 
Ouey SROn..cto lems nc Sickie ai is carina ae Aan cine al come 1 
bg EE RE ipa sad ethene Uisintooatns ose wna a reo aaa eC 1 
Enlisted men’s club (inadequate in space and material condition, to 

be replaced by item requested in the fiscal year 1958 military con- 

struction | Drogragh) 40s. .2505.4iiskd tw egos ee ebee kes 1 
Chief petty officers’ club-__ ~~. ....-. 2 _ sao cit cinticaaeaiai ce hts 1 
Commissioned officers’ mess (open) _ ~~ ios <itugbencaEacieg=savineaigacaaeneaanen 1 

Coddington Cove: 

Matthall fields. 2.23222 os. eeu 2 a. Si ees 2 
Tennis: COUStS..... . -..cu0 nn i Laskin s ase. ee dae Be tee °2 
RR NIN St ae eR Ee Be Ne ed a 
PSS Oe a pel ll nal et athe a ee a 
Basketball and volleyball cotirt... 2 eee Ve eis * 
Prill hall and gymnasium with movie equipment___________________ a9 
Bowling alleys.............. Jounin toss esis ss Ws ht 19 


1 These facilities are administered by the Marine Barracks for Marine personnel. The 
softball fields and basketball court are available to Navy fleet personnel in the Coddington 
Cove area on a “not to interfer basis.” 
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Senator Casz. This is one of the oldest of the naval stations, is it 
not, in the country ? 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr, It is well established ? 

Captain Atmrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. What would be the urgency for an enlisted men’s 
service club now, over and above the items of that type and recreational 
facilities in general that you have at such a station ? 

Captain Rivind. The present facilities of this type that we have for 
this purpose up there consist of very small, quite inadequate facilities 
built during World War IT, and it is a continual problem to the com- 
mander in that area that his personnel have to go usually all the way 
to Providence for recreation, sir. 

Commander Batpwrn. In previous years, last year, there was au- 
thorized a fieldhouse and recreation field, and this is to complete that 

rogram, complete what was planned, so that there is a service club 
in addition to the ball diamond, football field. 

Mr. BreLirv. What kind of officers’ service club do you have there 
now ? 

Captain Autres. It is one that was built during the war and im- 
proved after the war, and it is quite adequate. It is located just below 
the War College. 

Mr. BeLiev. Did you say inadequate ? 

Captain Artes. Quite adequate. 

Senator Case. Was that all built with appropriated funds ? 

Captain Arzes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Are all naval clubs built with appropriated funds ? 

Captain Atzes. Yes, sir; generally. 

Captain Wertz. Senator, I think in this particular case the officers’ 
club was rehabilitated with nonappropriated funds. 

Captain Sancer. I was there at the time that place was rehabili- 
tated in 1947, I believe it was, and we borrowed about $80,000 of 
nonappropriated funds to rehabilitate that club. 

Senator Case. How was the $80,000 raised or repaid ¢ 

Captain Sancer. There is a fund which is available from various 
club activities of the Navy, and from which we may borrow funds 
of this type in order to do or commence construction or rehabilitation 
of clubs, swimming pools in some instances. 

Senator Casr. Getting back to the bachelor officer quarters for a 
moment, what is your total requirement there ? 

Captain Arties. The general requirement is for 600 officers. 

Senator Case. And this unit would accommodate 

Captain Atves, 150, sir. 

Mr. BeLiaev. You have not adequate space, but space providing 262 
square feet per officer now for your total complement ? 

Captain Aires. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. So this would give you 450 square feet for 150 of that 
total complement; is that correct ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. BeLaev. Four hundred and fifty square feet prescribed for 
peacetime by the Department of Defense; is this a standard service- 
wide criterion for bachelor officers’ quarters ? 

Captain Arms, Yes, sir; that is correct. 
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Mr. BeLiev. What is the wartime criterion? 

Captain Artes. I think what they are planned for is doubling up in 
rooms, and it would be just half that, about 225. 

Mr. BeLiev. If that is correct, then you are really on a wartime 
basis here now. 

Captain Armes. Approximately, yes. 

Mr. BeLiev. With the bulk of your officers? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. But what we are in now are old enlisted 
men’s barracks which have been converted. They are not even fit for 
retention for the original purpose. 

Mr. BeLrev. World War II mobilization-type structures ? 

Cautain Ares, Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, we are at page 27, and I note that 
the item for “Pier utilities” requested authorization is $1,816,000. 

How does it happen that you did not ask for an authorization for 
this at the same time that you constructed the pier? 

Somebody told me once that the Navy always wrapped its projects 
up in one package and did not present things piecemeal the way some 
other services are alleged to do. 

Captain Ares. We tried to, Senator Case. I think this was a 
special circumstance. I would like Captain Etter to explain what 
happened. 

5 nore Errer. The existing facilities are old and outmoded, and 
require replacement anyway, but they would take care of the new pier 
that. we recently completed. 

Now, with the second pier going in there, the existing facilities will 
not provide for it, and it requires the removal of 5 old existing 
boilers and their replacement with a new 100,000-pound-per-hour 
boiler. 

Mr. BeLiev. The new pier you are talking about was authorized last 
year for $9 million ? 

Captain Atues. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Is that under construction at the present time? 

Captain Atzes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. And the existing utilities will not accommodate both 
piers? 

Captain Errer. The existing plant will not; no, sir. 

Senator Casr. Those are all the questions I have on that station. 

Senator Srennis. How much is the amount here? This is 
$1,816,000 % 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir. The pier utilities at Newport, R. I. 

Senator STenNis. What does that involve now, a matter that costs 
that much? That isa lot of money. 

Captain Errer. Mr. Chairman, that involves some building altera- 
tions to accommodate the larger boilers, removal of existing equip- 
ment, the new 100,000-pound boiler; the conversion of an existing 
80,000-pound boiler to a 100,000-pound boiler, and the provision of 
new auxiliaries, such as the feed water heater; the water treatment, 
fuel-oil heater and pump, boiler feed pumps, a new substation, and 
such. 

It also includes, in addition, approximately one-half million dollars 
which are required for new high-pressure steam transmission lines 
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and condensate return lines, and aa $175,000 will be re- 
quired for a new 16-inch water supply line. ~° 

Senator Stennis. What is all this steam and everything used for‘ 

Captain Airs. For ships, mostly destroyers, tied up at these piers, 
sir, so they can secure their plants. That is the main destroyer port 
on the east coast. 

Senator Stennis. You mean that is a source of power for them? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. To keep from having to operate their own equip- 
ment ? 

Captain Atrrs. Yes, sir; so they can secure their equipment and 
work on it. so when they are ready to go to sea they are cleaned up. 
They get these services from the shore. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

If Senator Case has no further questions we will move on to the 
next one. 

NAVAL BASE, NORFOLK, VA. 


Captain Ares. The final continental project in this class is the 
second increment for a pier and base extension at the naval base, 
Norfolk, Va., at the estimated cost of $7,808,000. 

The mission of the naval base at Norfolk, Va., is to maintain and 
operate large base facilities for the refitting of all fleet types and 
complete logistic support of operating groups of the Atlantic Fleet. 
It is to provide berthing for reserve fleet units; provide fleet training 
facilities and retraining facilities. 

The first increment was authorized by Public Law 161, 84th Con- 
gress, Ist session, in the amount of $9,800,000, to provide the first pier, 
dredging, fill, and bulkhead. 

This second increment will provide for construction of the second 
pier and related utilities, dredging, and fill. 

Approximately 300 ships of the Atlantic Fleet are based at this 
activity. 

Existing pier space is sufficient to accommodate properly at one 
time only 62 ships of the daily average of 96 ships requiring pierside 
berthing. 

This deficiency is especially critical for deep-draft ships, such as 
the new carriers. 

Only pier 7 and the north side of pier 5 are usable for these ships. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is the second increment. How many more in- 
crements will you have, Captain Ailes? 

Captain Ares. One more. 

Mr. BeLrev. About the same price? 

Captain Ams. About $15 million—no, about twice as large as this. 

We have a chart that depicts this thing very clearly, and I think 
you can see some of the magnitude of it. 

Senator Srennis. This pier and base extension, that pretty well de- 
scribes it, I reckon. 

How did you get along without it though ? 

; Captain Aires. This is our old naval base; the edge of it is right 
nere. 

We are filling in all this area down here off the end of the base 
right out into chine Bay toward Old Point Comfort, and we 


are building these piers (indicating on chart). 
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The first one is being built now. This is the one we are asking for 
here. 

This area has been filled and a large part of this area practically 
right out to here. ; : 

Senator Cass. Is there anything classified about, the identification 
of those piers ? 

Captain Ares. No, sir. 

Senator Casr. For the record why don’t you say that this one is 
pier No. 12 

Captain Aies. Pier No. 12, first increment; pier 11 is the second 
increment, and pier 13 will be the third, along with completing this 
stone bulkhead right there that will be finished and made into a pier 
10. Our regular base extends on down this way, and that is all we 
had. 

Now, last November during the Suez crisis we had a real critical 
need for piers down here to load ships out in time. 

Senator Case. Are you increasing the number of ships based at 
Norfolk? 

Captain Armes. We are increasing the large ships which create 
quite a problem, sir. 

In the old piers 

Senator Stennis. Before the captain leaves that point now, you 
say at the time of the Suez affair you had a real crisis down there 
with lack of a place to load ships ? 

Captain Aizes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I cannot understand why there would be such a 
crisis on a flutter like that as compared to World War II. 

You loaded a considerable number of ships down there, too, did 
you not? 

Captain Ates. Yes, sir. But they were not ships like this. 

You see, when we brought the Forrestal in there we blocked two 
piers, and we are building these piers farther apart so we can put a 
Forrestal on either side of one of them. 

This fall we are going to have three Forrestal class carriers. 

Mr. BeLirv. This pier requirement is generated by two things: 
One, deterioration of all facilities, and change in the art so far as 
ship structure is concerned ? 

Captain Ates. Yes. These larger ships, and also the modifica- 
tion of them to the canted deck makes them wider, takes up all this 
space between piers. 

Senator Srennis. You do not have to remodernize everything, do 
you, because of the Forrestal? 

Captain Aives. No, sir; but this is one area in which we did find 
we had to do something in order to handle the loading of these ships 
to move them in and out. 

Senator Case. Will the Forrestal be serviced at other piers? 

Captain Artes, Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. At other stations? 

Captain Atrs. Yes, sir. 

We expect to service them here and we expect to service them at 
Mayport on the east coast, and when they go into our Navy yard 
we will have piers in those yards for them, sir. 

Senator Cask. Does this mean then that at each of the major naval 
stations you will go through the same expansion of pier facilities? 
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Captain Atzgs. No, sir. 

What we are doing, we find we have to do there, is to provide addi- 
tional utilities, but we are not having to modify all the piers. 

We will have to modify some piers at Mayport to vais them more 
substantial to handle the workload. 

Senator Case. How much is it going to cost to create that 148 
acres ? 

Commander Batpwin. The total is about $28 million. This incre- 
ment is $7,808,000, sir. 

Captain Errer. That particular item, Senator, is $1,815,000, sir. 

Senator Casr. That is for the dredging to create the land ¢ 

Captain Errer. Yes, sir; and the piling and containment. 

Senator Case. The $28 million figure embraces what ? 

Commander Batpwin. The whole three piers, sir, and the land. 

Mr. BeLiev. The entire complex? 

Commander Batpwin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. With utilities and railways, and so forth ? 

Commander Batpwin. Yes, sir. 

Captain Ares. Actually those are taxiways. They can taxi the 
planes right down to these carriers and hoist them aboard. 

Senator Case. I notice in your justification sheet you said you are 
making the concrete designs to take airplane wheel loading of 40,000 
pounds. 

Does that increase your cost of construction over what you might 
call conventional piers? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

You see, this taxiway [indicating on chart], all the way from the 
right side of the chart, leads right to the left side of the chart, so the 
planes can be taxied. 

Senator Case. You are building aprons and taxiways right to the 
water ? 

Captain Artes. Only taxiways. They can go right alongside the 
carrier and can be picked up and loaded right on board. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Anything further, Senator ? 

Senator Casz. Nothing further. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 
NAVAL AIR TRAINING STATIONS 


Captain Artes. The next group of items is “Aviation facilities”; 
this is the third class of Navy facilities. 

Senator Stennis. We are glad to have you here, Admiral Cooper, 
and you may proceed. 

Captain Aires. The third class covers nearly 50 percent of our pro- 
gram, and is “Aviation facilities.” 

Admiral Cooper, Dnputy Chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics, which 
Bureau sponsors this class of projects, has a statement which, if I may 


suggest, he give to you, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 

Admiral, do you want to put your statement in the record and 
summarize it ? 
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Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, the statement is a summary and, 
if I may read it, probably it will help the record. 

Senator Srennis. Very well. 

Admiral Cooprr. Of course, it is a distinct privilege and real pleas- 
ure to appear before you again this year and to present and to dis- 
cuss the aviation portion of the Navy’s 1958 military-construction- 
authorization request. The Bureau of Aeronautics portion of the 
Navy’s authorization request totals $207,406,000. Of this total, $165,- 
851,000 is being requested for the development of aviation facilities 
Ww ithin the continental limits of the United States, while $41,609,000 
is being requested for the development of our air stations and facili- 
ties overseas. 

Before proceeding into the details of our requests and recommenda- 
tions I would like briefly to enumerate some of the facilities problems 
confronting naval aviation and to highlight some of the major ob- 
jectives of our fiscal year 1958 military construction authorization 
request. As we have had every reason to expect, the number of modern 
jet aircraft within our ten thousand- odd-plane operating program has 
been steadily increasing and it is our intent to insure the timely avail- 
ability of the essential aviation facilities required to keep pace with 
this modernization. Our new fighter and attack aircraft such as the 
A3D, the F8U, the A4D, the F11F, and the F4D are beginning to 
appear in the fleet in ever-increasing numbers, 

It is becoming more and more evident that. our 8,000-foot runway 
lengths are insufficient for these new aircraft. The 10,000-foot sea- 
level equivalent runway is a minimum requirement and runways of this 
length must be provided as soon as possible. More than one- third of 
the Bureau of Aeronautics’ authorization request contained in this 
bill is to meet this runway requirement. 

We are continuing with the development of our master jet bases 
at Oceana, Va.; Cec “il Field, Fla., and Miramar, Calif., and are re- 
questing the second increment for the construction of the master jet 
base at. Lemoore, Calif. 

Ever mindful of the savings in life and aircraft possible through a 
vigorous aviation safety program, the importance of aids to air naviga- 
tion and landing aids cannot be ov eremphasized. The tactical air 
navigation facility, or TACAN, as it is called, and our optical, or 
mirror, landing system which provides a visual aid for predetermining 
the aircraft’s touchdown point are major contributions to safe opera- 
tions. Thirteen TACAN installations and 23 optical landing sys- 
tems are requested in this bill. 

In spite of the difficulties the Martin Seamaster has been experienc- 
ing we have complete confidence that this major addition to the Na- 
tion’s arsenal will soon be operating. New and more modern anti- 
submarine warfare seaplanes are being programed. The second in- 
crement of development for the planned naval seaplane facility, Hert- 
ford, N. C., is included in this authorization request. 

Our guided- missile program is moving ahead. The advent of 
operational air-to-air Sparrow and Sidew inder, ground-to-air Terrier 
and Tartan, and surface-to-surface Regulus has dictated the require- 
ment for the continued development of the guided-missile support and 
operating facility San Clemente Island for the Pacific Fleet and Roose- 
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velt Roads for the Atlantic Fleet. Second increments for tne develop- 
ment of these stations are being requested this year. 

Flying a jet airplane is no simple thing. Recognizing this, more 
than 2 years ago we started the expansion of the jet training syllabus 
in the advanced stage. You have already aauthorized 2 new jet train- 
ing stations, one at New Iberia, La., and 1 at Meridian, Miss. Addi- 
tional authorization is requested in this program to continue the de- 
velopment of these stations. 

That, Mr. Chairman, in its broad form, is the major part of our 
proposal, 

The balance of our program consists chiefly of projects required to 
fulfill the Navy’s commitments for the operation of the Atlantic and 
Pacific airborne early warning barriers and the support of our other 
overseas strategic requirements. 

Senator Stennis. How much will that last item you mentioned there 
be, Admiral; do you have those figures ? 

Admiral Coorrer. Our overseas figures, sir? 

Senator Stennis. No; I am talking about that early warning bar- 
rier. 

Do you have a set of figures on that? 

Admiral Coorrr. I do not think we have a figure broken down. 

Senator Stennis. We will come to it. 

Admiral Coorrr. We will come to it. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Is there anything further you have ? 

Admiral Coorrer. No, sir; that is all. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case, do you have any questions of the 
admiral ? 

Senator Case. Admiral, is TACAN going to be established all 
through the country ? 

Admiral Coorer. Eventually it will; yes, sir. 

Senator Case. We had an authorization in the 1953 bill, I believe 
it was, for TACAN across the country, and then there was some in- 
vestigation or some conflict between that and other facilities used by 
eivilians. I sort of lost track of what the final decision was on that. 

Admiral Coorrr. I think that is pretty well cleared now, sir, and we 
have achieved a compremise. 

In order to utilize TACAN and at the same time not to throw away 
the investment already made in the civilian type aid, we have com- 
bined the two for the immediate future in what we call VORTAC, 
which uses part of the TACAN and part of the VOR. 

Eventually we think, and that will be some time, 5, 10 years from 
now, we probably will have to gradually start using TACAN by itself. 

Senator Case. When you say “We,” you mean the Navy or the 
entire aviation end of it ? 

Admiral Coorrr. The entire aviation end of it, commercial, mili- 
tary, and all, and most of that controversy is cleared up. 

Senator Case. What is being used in Canada? 

Admiral Coorrer. I am afraid I cannot answer that specifically, but 
I am under the impression that they have about the same system 
that we have, sir. ‘ 

Senator Case. Supposing you develop that a little bit and give us 
a little more on that. 

Admiral Coorrer. Yes, sir: we can do that. 
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Senator Case. If we are going to have planes equipped for TACAN 
in the continental United States, it seems to me that we ought to have 
a coordination with the Canadian development. 

Admiral Cooper. I am sure we can get something on that. 

I have not flown up there for 5 years, but at that time we had no 
trouble in adapting our system to theirs. They were identical. 

(Coordination between the United States and Canada is as follows:) 


(A) MILITARY 


The Canadian Government in consonance with the United States and Britain 
have agreed to use TACAN (tactical air navigation system) as the primary 
military short-range tactical air navigation system. 


(B) CIVIL 


The Canadian Government (director of transportation) is keeping abreast of 
VORTAC (visual omnidirectional range combined with tactical air navigation 
system) developments in the United States. The Civil Aeronautics Administra- 
tion (CAA) advises that Canadian representatives are investigating the purchase 
and evaluation of VORTAC. No decision has yet been reached. 

The United States and Canada are members of the International Civil Aviation 
Organization (ICAO), which has accepted VOR (visual omnidirectional range) 
and DME (distance-measuring equipment) as elements of the common short- 
range navigational system. It is understood that CAA will propose at the next 
meeting of ICAO in the fall that all countries make their DME compatible with 
the distance portion of TACAN. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Anything further? 

Senator Case. No. There will be some questions as we go to the 
items. 

Captain Artes. Mr. Chairman, I thought it might be desirable for 
us to give you a presentation on these three very broad programs: 
the runway extension; the TACAN;; and the optical landing system, 
where we have a complete presentation on those, because they appear 
over and over again in here, and in explaining the justification for 
“ach of those. 

Senator Stennis. Do you want to do that now? 

Captain Arges. Yes, sir; if we may. 

Senator Stennis. All right; let us move along. 

We do not need much explanation about the extended runways. 

Admiral Cooprer. No, sir. There is not much explanation of these 
things. 

I think we can do it pretty quickly, but just to let you see how this 
thing works. 

Senator Srennis. We are fully familiar with the necessity of ex- 
tending runways for jet planes. Is that what is involved? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir; that is one thing. 

Senator Stennis. We are familiar with that, Senator Case; are we 
not? We have had that over and over again. 

All right; go ahead with your optical landing. 

Admiral Coorrer. This one is a very interesting one, sir. 

The optical landing system is a method whereby the pilot is able 
to get a reference to the plane’s position and to his glide path com- 
pletely, which shows his exact approach to the carrier by methods 
completely under the control of the pilot. 
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What we have here is a combination of a mirror reflector and lights 
that shine into this mirror, and when reflected back indicate to the 
pilot this area in here [ pointing to chart]. 

Now, what the pilot sees is the light reflected from this mirror here. 
Here are a series of lights which keep him lined up along here. 

If the pilot is on this glide path he sees this light dot which is the 
assembled reflection of these lights here; he sees this dot right in the 
center of the mirror. If the pilot is too high, then he sees the dot 
above the mirror. 

If he is too far to the left, the dot appears to the left. 

If the pilot is down too low, the dot appears below the center line, 
below this center line here, and it will appear to the right if he is on 
the right of the glide path. 

So by keeping this light in the center he knows he is on this glide 
path, which will bring him in between about 300 feet forward of the 
edge of the deck or of the edge of the runway. 

enator Case. Is this entirely visual ? 

Admiral Coorrr. This is entirely visual ; yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Is it operational, then, in case of fog? 

Admiral Cooper. It is operational and is used as long as he can see. 

It aids him to make his final approach. 

Radar, radio, and other aids, brings him to the point where he can 
see this as he comes in. 

Senator Case. Well, is this developed electronically. 

Admiral Coorrer. No, sir. This is just an ordinary series of lights. 

Senator Caser. It is purely visual ? 

Admiral Coorer. Purely lights, purely visual. 

He has electronic means which put him in a position where he can 
see this. 

This brings him in the last quarter of a mile of his approach. 

sramnton Casr. It is useful only if your visibility is a quarter of a 
mile? 

Admiral Coorrr. It could be less than that, but it is useful as long 
as the visibility is such that he can see it. The distance he can see it 
will depend upon the visibility, of course. 

Senator Stennis. I am loakine here at these figures, if I may inter- 
rupt you, Admiral. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

‘ Senator Srennis. You want an installation put on your training 
eld ? 

Admiral Coorrr. We want an installation put on practically all of 
our fields. 

Senator Stennis. You just have $140,000 down here. Of course, 
that is a good deal of money, but it is not enormous. 

Is that all it costs to put it on each training field ? 

_ Admiral Coorrer. That is what it will cost to put it on each runway, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. Each runway. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. It is for an installation at each end of a 
runway. 

Mr. Sion And also on the carriers ? 

Admiral Coorerr. It is also on all the carriers, so it not only enables 
him to more accurately bring a plane in to land, but it keeps a pilot 
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completely familiar with the system that he will meet when he goes 
on the carrier. 

Senator Stennis. That is interesting. 

Any questions, Senator Case, before we pass ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Now, the TACAN, I would suggest that we mere- 
ly show the principle of this thing. It is merely a radio transmitter 
and radio receiver in the airplane which, when the airplane receives 
the signals, it shows the pilot on the dial exactly what direction to 
fly and how far to fly in order to get to the direction of the TACAN 
station. 

This position is the TACAN transmitter. The pilot knows from 
his charts exactly where that station is in reference to all of the sur- 
rounding geography and of the plane. 

This transmitter transmits a signal to the plane, and the plane has a 
receiver corresponding to it. It receives the signal and translates 
that signal and direction into a visual aid, and it tells the pilot how 
far to go and which direction to go to position himself at that point. 

We will have and we are completing a series of these aids throughout 
the United States in order to provide the pilot with that necessary 
guidance. 

Mr. BeLrev. You also install these, sir, on your carriers, as well? 

Admiral Coorrer. These are on the carriers, as well; that is right. 

That was the primary reason for the TACAN, it was to give the 
carrier a better position 

Mr. BreLiev. In other words, this allows the pilot to talk himself 
in rather than to have the location talk him down? 

Admiral Coorrr. Not necessarily. It will, in part, when they get 
good enough. But what this does is to let the pilot position himself 
exactly in relation to this point [indicating]. But he still has to have 
help to get down to the ground. 

enator Stennis. There is no dispute about these being needed. 

What is the cost of the installation for them, and how is that? 
You have to have one for everyone ? 

Mr. Hanapury. There are 13 installations in the program, sir, at a 
total cost of $567,000. Each installation is about $39,000. 

Senator Stennis. That isa relatively small amount. 

Senator Case. What does it require ¢ 

Admiral Coorrr. It requires a little black box, radio transmitter- 
receiver, to translate the information received. 

Senator Casr. What is the cost of that? 

Admiral Cooprr. Senator, I do not have the figure. I can give you 
an estimate. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 


The military airborne TACAN equipment is designated the AN/ARN-21 and 
this equipment currently costs approximately $4,200 per unit. The average in- 
stallation cost of the equipment plus miscellaneous materials is approximately 
$2,300 making a total installed cost of approximately $6,500. This installation 
cost varies somewhat depending on the particular aircraft model. 

The cost of the DMB (distance measuring equipment) portion of VORTAC 
which civil airlines must add to their present VOR (visual omnidirectional 
range) equipment to use VORTAC is approximately $2,500. The cost for in- 
stallation of this equipment is estimated to be $1,200. 


_ Senator Case. It would be at a relatively low cost of the ground 
installation. I was wondering why the civil aviation people were so 
opposed to it if that were so. 
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Captain Born. What we are buying in this program is just bricks 
and mortar. 

Admiral Coorrr. We are not buying the instruments that go into 
these buildings. 

Senator Casr. I know, but I asked you a related question as to 
the cost of the item in the aircraft, because I was trying to find out 
ae the opposition developed against TACAN in civilian aviation 
circles. 

Admiral Coorrr. I rather think the argument there was the cost 
of the ground equipment more than the airplane equipment, al- 
though the airplane equipment is not cheap. 

Senator Case. Would you give us an estimate of it ? 

Captain Born. The estimate for the ground equipment for two 
sets—we have 2 sets because we have to have a standby in case 1 
goes out—is about $113,000 for permanent equipment. That is for 
two sets and a switchover switch. 

Senator Casr. And that would serve all of the runways and every- 
thing at that installation ? 

Captain Born. That is right. That would be an installation to 
serve one base. 

Mr. BeLiev. That includes your power source and everything 
else 

Captain Born. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. We do not have a figure yet on the item in the 
plane. That is part of the preter, 

Admiral Coorrer. We did not bring that figure, sir, on that. 

Senator Casz. Does the use of TACAN by the military aircraft 
interfere with the use of other systems by civilian aircraft? 

Admiral Coorer. Not fundamentally. There are certain problems 
involved in frequency assignments, and those problems are being con- 
stantly worked on. 

That particular series of frequencies has been satisfactorily solved, 
but there is, and always will be, a certain amount of interference under 
certain circumstances. 

But in this particular instance I think we have that one solved. 

Senator Casz. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to prolong this here, 
but I recall when I presented the military construction bill in 1953, I 
believe it was, I spoke about TACAN as being gnite an advance and 
boasted about it, so to speak. 

Then a little later I learned that it was being suspended because 
there was a protest, and I am trying to find out why protests were ef- 
fective in stymieing the development of TACAN, and wondering now 
if it had actually been resolved. 

Admiral Coorer. Let me get back to my—— 

Admiral Davis. May I add something on that? 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 

Admiral Davis. In the deliberations of the Air Navigation De- 
velopment Board composed of the CAA, the Navy, the Army and the 
Air Force, the development of VORTAC was brought forward with 
the idea of adopting this. 

This was not too expensive for commercial planes. It could be 
adaptable to the system, although not furnishing as complete or as 
accurate data as we require in the military. 
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They will be able to use a modified TACAN equipment, and are 
starting with that currently in the civil airlines which we can use, 
and civil aircraft can use, so their equipment will be considerably 
cheaper than the one intended for military installations. 

We are already going ahead with the installations of them. 

Senator Case. You referred to some group. 

Admiral Davis. The Air Navigation Development Board, sir, 
jointly between the Civil Aeronautics Authority and the military for 
deciding such common matters. 

Senator Cass. Did you come to some resolution of the problem that 
was reduced to writing ¢ 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. Could you furnish the committee with a copy? 

Admiral Davis. That was called VORTAC, which was the name. 

Senator Case. Will you furnish the committee with a copy of that 
agreement ? 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir; I will be glad to. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 

AIR COORDINATING COMMITTEE, 


(REPRESENTATIVES OF: ARMY, NAVY, Ark Force, CAB AND CAA) 
Washington, D. C., August 31, 1956. 


Presented by Executive Secretary 
ACC 59/58.4C—FINAL ACTION 


Title: Aids to Air Navigation and Landing—United States National Program for 
an Blectronic Short Distance Navigation System—VORTAC 


Attached for the information and guidance of all concerned is a copy of ACC 
59/58.4B, as revised and approved by the Air Coordinating Committee at its meet- 
ing held on August 30, 1956. 

Attachment. 

AIR COORDINATING COMMITTEE, 
Washington 25, D. C., August 30, 1956. 


Presented by Air Traffic Control and Navigation Panel 
ACC 59/58.4B (REv.) 


Title: Aids to Air Navigation and Landing—tvU. S. National Program on Electronic 
Short Distance Navigation Systems 


PROBLEM 


1, To investigate and report on: 

(a) A plan for the instrumentation of the Federal Airways with naviga- 
tional aids to supplement the present Omni Range VOR and to provide 
clear-channel distance measuring equipment compatible with national de- 
fense requirements (and the necessary airborne counterpart thereof) to 
be operational as a system by July 1, 1959, when such equipment will be 
needed by the new civil high performance aircraft. 

(6) The possibilities of the Alternate Rho-Theta Navigation System as set 
forth in its August 1, 1955, report by the ad hoc System Engineering Team 
of the Air Navigation Development Board. 

2. To recommend a program and course of action in regard to the U. S. Short 
Distance Navigation System in accordance with the basic Terms of Reference 
of the Air Traftic Control and Navigation Panel.’ 


DISCUSSION 


In accordance with the directive of the Air Coordinating Committee, ACC 
59/58.4A, the Air Traffic Control and Navigation Panel has exhaustively exam- 


2 ACC 53/12.33 (Revised). 
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ined technical, operational, and economic aspects of both matters referred to 
it by the Air Coordinating Committee for report. The Panel presents in this 
paper conclusions as to the course of action which should be followed, the Fed- 
eral Airways instrumentation plan (Bxhibit A) and a report on the possibilities 
of the Alternate Rho-Theta system (Exhibit B). 

Reference is made to ACC 59/58.1, dated April 15, 1955, entitled “U. S. Policy 
on Short Distance Navigation Systems.” This report discusses the background 
leading to the need for resolving the air navigation problem in light of the neces- 
sity to provide for military tactical operations. It also set forth an interim 
action program and a development program which have been carried out since 
the date of this ACC action. 

As a result of the ACC recommendations contained therein, the Air Navigation 
Development Board undertook additional study and provided data which upon 
receipt thereof by the Air Coordinating Committee, caused the Committee to in- 
struct the NAV Panel to proceed to report as indicated above. The following 
conclusions, recommendations and exhibits constitute the report and recommen- 
dations of the NAV Panel. 


CONCLUSIONS 
General: 


In view of the extensive military requirements involved and the planned in- 
troduction of civil jet operation in the United States in 1959, the United States 
should proceed on a high priority basis to complete the implementation of the 
U. S. Azimuth and Distance (Rho-Theta) Air Navigation System in order to 
extend the fullest benefits of the Azimuth System to general aviation, air trans- 
port, military tactical, and other segments of aviation at the earliest possible 
time; and in order that the need for provision of distance measuring service 
to high performance air transport and military aircraft will be met. This is 
in accordance with the accelerated Federal Airways program now underway, 
which is endorsed by the President and the Congress. 


Specifically : 


1. The Omni Range VOR Azimuth Navigation System is required by all cate- 
gories of aircraft operators, and will continue to be expanded as set forth in 
Exhibit A, and as otherwise reasonably and carefully planned both at present 
and in the long-term future. 

2. The Alternate System is not recommended as a course of action. 

3. TACAN should be integrated into the Common System to meet military re- 
quirements. 

4. The military services will continue their implementation of TACAN in 
order to meet the national defense requirements of the country. These facilities 
will be integrated operationally into the domestic Federal Airways and the Air 
Traffic Control System. 

5. The Clear-Channel Distance Measuring Equipment, necessary for com- 
patibility with military requirements, will be integrated into the navigation sys- 
tem as set forth in the attached implementation plan (Exhibit A) in order to 
provide the civil jet transport, military jets, and other civil and military air- 
craft with distance measuring and improved air traffic control service by July 
1, 1959, for high altitude en route and for terminal operations. 

6. Specifications and prototype equipment should be developed for a TACAN 
compatible ground DME intended for use at certain VOR and ILS sites, either 
domestic or international, where required. 

7. The NAV Panel should review the distance measuring requirements of 
general aviation and other users, and recommend appropriate additions to the 
plan (Exhibit A) for Clear-Channel DME ground environment. 

8. In order that aircraft operators presently using DME will be able to con- 
tinue using the service and in order that operational procedures for the use of 
distance information may be further developed, and technical training advanced, 
the distance measuring system presently in operation could be continued until 
1960 except as frequency or other conflict with TACAN necessitates phasing 
it out of service. Therefore the implementing agency should establish a progres- 
sive decommissioning plan for civil DMD. 

9. The Government should investigate the feasibility of replacing with 
TACAN-compatible DME the airborne civil DME which has been purchased 
and installed in civil aircraft as of August 30th, 1956. 

10. The Government will lend technical assistance in the development of a 
low cost, airborne clear-channel DME for general aviation and other users. 
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11. A decision as to possible use of the azimuth portion of TACAN for civil 
purposes will be considered after this element of the system has undergone wide 
operational use in military operations, as well as civil in-service evaluation. 

12. The United States, consistent with past practice, will take the necessary 
steps through ICAO to fully advise the Member States of its actions, make 
technical information available to them, and when appropriate, propose ICAO 
consideration of a new distance measuring standard specification. 


RECOM MENDATIONS 


It is recommended that: 
1. The Air Coordinating Committee approve ACC 59/58.4B, including its spe- 


cific conclusions as being the course of action to be followed. 

2. The Air Coordinating Committee approve the implementation plan (exhibit 
A). 

5 The Air Coordinating Committee approve the report (Exhibit B) which 
rejects the alternate system. 

4. The integrated system be referred to in the future as “VORTAC”. 

5. The member agencies of the Air Coordinating Committee actively support 
efforts of the implementing agency to secure the necessary funds and insure 
implementation of the VORTAC program to meet the national defense require- 
ments and provide for the introduction of U. S. jet transport operations in 1959. 

Admiral Coorrr. Senator Case, I have rather an interesting story 
here on the TACAN. It is much too long to read. I have it for the 
record, and it can be made readily available, sir. 

Senator Case. Suppose you make it available to the clerk, and if we 
decide to put it in the record we will do it then. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. We are not rushing you away from that, but we 
are already familiar, I think, with the runway extensions. 

Admiral Coorrr. I would only like to read one short item, Mr. 
Chairman, if I may, on this program to show you how we feel about it 
in connection with money saving which is, I am certain, something 
you are aware of. 

During the calendar year 1954, the dollar loss of overshoots, under- 
shoots, and abortive takeoffs amounted to $14,286,000. 

During the calendar year 1955, losses due to the same causes were 
over $5 million; and during the calendar year 1956 the losses had gone 
up to $18 million. 

Then a letter from the head of the Aviation Safety Division in the 
Office of the Chief of Naval Operations, dated the 1st of last month, 
it is there stated that during the 8-month period from the 1st of July 
1956 to March 1, 1957, there were 68 major accidents involving over- 
shoots, undershoots, and abortive takeoffs that resulted in 7 fatalities, 
and an estimated loss of $11,175,000. So it is really worthwhile and 
it is really a serious problem. 

Senator Case. Do you think TACAN will eliminate all of the 
losses to which you referred ? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. Most of those losses will be eliminated 
by lengthening the runway. TACAN only gets you to the position 
where you can find the runway. 

The electronic navigation system gets the pilot to where he can use 
the runway to the best of his ability. 

Senator Casr. This average of $16 million a year losses over a 
3-year period should be related to the 3-phase program that you are 
talking about, extension of runways 

Admiral Coorrr. No; only in part, sir. 
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The real losses are due to inadequate runway length and will be 
solved by the lengthening of the runway. 

Even without TACAN, and even without the mirror system, we 
would gain practically all of these losses back, insofar as the runway 
is concerned. 

What TACAN does is to bring the pilot quickly to the field. 

Senator Casr. I misunderstood, then, your reference to your intro- 
duction to the reading of the paragraph. I thought that related to— 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir; it relates to the runway extension. 

Senator Cass. All right. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

We will pass on now to the line items. 

Captain Artes. The continental portion of this class consists of four 
groups. The first of these are Naval Air Training Stations. 


CHASE FIELD, BEEVILLE, TEX. 


The project leading off in this group is for the Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station, Chase Field, Beeville, Tex. 

The mision of Chase Field is to maintain and operate facilities and 
provide services and material to support operations of aviation activi- 
ties and units of the Naval Air Training Command and other activities 
and units, as designated by the Chief of Naval Operations, which 
major tasks are (1) support advanced flight-training activities. Major 
activities supported: Advanced training units as designated. 

It conists of two line items. 

Senator Srennis. Well, you need some extra parking area. 

Captain Arnes. The first item is for aircraft parking area at a cost 
of $406,000. 

We now have portland cement concrete parking areas for 103 jet 
aircraft. 

Our advanced training schedule requires 165 jet and 6 propeller- 
type aircraft to be assigned to the station. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you need it now? How have you been 
able to get along without it? 

Captain Ares. The existing 42,778 square yards of asphaltic con- 
crete parking area is not suitable for jet aircraft, since it breaks up 
under the heavy weight of the jet aircraft and through fuel spillage 
and jet flame. 

Particles of the broken pavement are sucked up through the jet 
intake, causing serious damage to the engine blades. 

The proposed item would provide 48,000 square yards of portland 
cement concrete pavement for parking space for the 62 jet aircraft 
for which no parking area is now available. 

Senator Casr. Are you training here now? 

Captain Atnzs. Yes, sir. 

We now have 108 aircraft at this base. 

Mr. BeLiev. Is the request generated by the new type of aircraft? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. We are now switching to jet aircraft. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is common in every transition of that nature; is it 
not ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir; it is. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 
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Senator Case. In line 4, authorization not yet in inventory, $10,- 
120,000, what is the state of progress on that authorization ? 

Commander Marry. On the $10 million not yet in inventory, sir, 
approximately $5,600,000 is under contract, and the balance is sched- 
uled for—excuse me, three of the items are in an indefinite status. 

Two are housing facilities which are probably going to be replaced 
by Capehart housing. 

Senator Casr. How much is that in dollars? 

Commander Marry. About $1.6 million. 

Senator Casr. Out of the $10 million ? 

Commander MAtry. Out of the $10 million. 

Senator Case. Is there any need for the items you are requesting 
here until you complete that $10 million authorization ? 

Commander Mater. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casr. Has there not been some delay in getting that $10 
million authorization accomplished ? 

Yommander Marry. No, sir. Every one of the 1957 items author- 
ized is now under contract. The items which are still delayed are 
1956 and 1955 housing items. 

Senator Casr. Only housing items? 

Commander Marry. And a 1956 item for fueling stations, high- 
speed refuelers, and a land item. 

Senator Case. What is the reason for the deferral of the fueling 
item ? 

Admiral Cooper. We are using contract refueling there. 

Senator Case. Do you propose to continue doing that or would you 
want to keep that authorization alive? 

Admiral Coorrr. I would like to keep the authorization alive, sir. 
Until we are thoroughly satisfied that the contract refueling is here to 
stay. 

Senator Case. How much is the authorization on the fueling ? 

Commander Marry. $284,000. 

Senator Case. Why do you want to keep it alive if the contract 
refueling is here to stay ? 

Admiral Coorrr. We do not know that it is, sir. 

Senator Casr. But you are convinced in your own judgment, you 
do not think you need the authorization because you think the con- 
tract fueling is here to stay. 

Admiral Coorrr. I am not prepared to say in my own judgment it is 
here to stay. 

We have not had a strike by labor unions; we have not had any of 
the labor troubles or many of the things that are possible. 

When we are convinced that these things will not happen, then I 
think we can give this up. 

Senator Casr. Well, a strike on a fueling contract would be a strike 
against the Government, would it not? 

Admiral Coorrr. Well, Iam not sosure. I do not know enough law 
to know whether that isa strike against the Government. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Anything else on that, on Chase ? 

Captain Artrs. The second item is for the installation of an optical 
landing system for $160,000. 
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This is the first of 19 continental and 5 overseas installations of this 
system. Admiral Cooper described this previously. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. All right. 

Let us proceed with the next one. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, CORPUS CHRISTI, TEX. 


Captain Amzs. The next project is the naval air station at Corpus 
Christi, Tex. We have one item for this station, an optical landing 
system for $140,000. 

Senator Stennis. Well, is that the same thing? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

The mission is to maintain and operate facilities and provide serv- 
ices and material to support operations of aviation activities and units 
of the Naval Air Training Command and other activities and units, as 
designated by the Chief of Naval Operations. 

Major activities will include: (1) Support advanced landplane 
and seaplane flight-training activities; (2) support the aircraft O. 
and R. program; (3) serve as a primary aviation supply point; (4) 
serve as an aircraft acceptance and transfer point; (5) maintain, re- 
pair, and develop assigned auxiliary and outlying fields. Major ac- 
tivities supported: (1) Headquarters, Chief of Naval Air advanced 
training; (2) advanced training units, as designated; (3) marine 
barracks. 

Conntor Srennis. Now, the $140,000, that takes care of two of these 
units ¢ 

Captain Armzs. Yes, sir; two units. 

Senator Stennis. You have got one of these at each end of the run- 
— you say ? 

aptain Artes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. At each end of each runway ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Eventually; that would be the plan to have one 
at each end of each runway. This item, however, will provide 1 unit 
at each end of 1 runway. 

Senator Srennis. Well, it would be obsolete before we ever got 
around that far; we will have something better. 

Allright. The next item. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, GLYNCO, GA. 


Captain Atrs. The third project in this group is at the naval air 
station, Glynco, Ga., for an addition to the sewage treatment plant 
at a cost of $293,000. 

The mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities and 
provide services and material to support operations of aviation 
activities and units of the Naval Air Neainin Command and other 
activities and units, as designated by the Chief of Naval Operations. 

The major tasks are support naval air technical training activities, 
support airship flight training activities, support fleet aviation units, 
serve as a helium storage and distribution center. 

Major activities supported: CIC School, that is Combat Informa- 
tion School; airship training, fleet and development units as desig- 
nated. 

Senator Stennis. You have a big unit? 
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Captain Ames. The project here is for an addition to the sewage 
treatment plant at a cost of $293,000. 

On the basis of the planned base a of 3,710 persons, includ- 
ing about 219 dependents, it is estimated that approximately 750,000 
gallons of sewage per day will have to be treated. e 

This will require provision of additional facilities to treat approxi- 
mately 400,000 gallons per day and will obviate the station’s divert- 
ing untreated sewage into a creek flowing through private property. 

Benstor Case. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions about this item, 
but again I notice the authorization not yet in inventory is $20,113,- 
000, and that is against a present investment of $20 million. That is 
the inventory total as of July 1, 1956, which was $20 million. 

What progress has been made on the accomplishment of this $20 
million authorization not yet in inventory ? 

Commander Mary. All but approximately $1 million of that work 
is under contract. 

Senator Casr. What does the $1 million represent ? 

Commander Marry. Of the $1 million, $166,000 is for a transporta- 
tion shop; $248,000 for public works offices and shops, which will be 
bid this month; and a classified weapons shop which is going to be 
bid sometime after the 1st of July; some land acquisition and obstruc- 
tion removals, $220,000, which is scheduled for action this month; an 
aircraft nose hangar which is scheduled for award this month; a 
turbojet test facility which is scheduled for award in July. 

Senator Srennis. You have this down mighty fine now. It is a 
very good system, but it would be a little more revealing without 
explanation if you had had an additional item in here, a breakdown 
on those authorizations not yet in inventory. You give us authori- 
zations now on the contract. 

Commander Marry. Mr. Chairman, that is a constantly changing 
affair. I have so many red lines through my record book that I can 
scarcely read. 

Senator Stennis. I know. I was complimenting this rather than 
criticizing it. 

Senator Case? 

Senator Casr. All I was trying to get at in asking questions about 
that is whether or not we are carrying authorizations not yet in in- 
ventory, carrying some items that were more or less dead. Perhaps 
the mission had changed or something has been rendered obsolete. 

Commander Marry. No, sir. 

Senator Casr. Or no longer essential; and I was just trying to 
find out whether that was really active, live authorization. 

Commander Marry. At Chase Field, the previous station we talked 
about, where we had dependent housing and then went to Capehart 
housing. Presumably that authorization is not needed any longer. 

But these items, in general, are live items, and we are getting them 
under contract just as rapidly as we can. 

Senator Casr. What was the age of the Chase housing authoriza- 
tion? How far back did that authorization go? 

Commander Marry. Some of it was in 1955 and some of it was in 
1956, sir. 

Senator Casr. Is there a proposal pending at the present time for 
Capehart housing there? 
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:Rommender Maury. Yes. The Capehart housing is on the way 
there. 

Senator Case. Mr, Chairman—— 

Commander Marry. Excuse me, sir; I do not know the exact status. 
es initial occupancy target date is March of 1958 for the Capehart 

ousing. 

ehitor Case. Mr. Chairman, before we complete action on the 
bill, then, I think we ought to have a memorandum from them giving 
us the status of that housing and of any other housing authorizations 
that you have where Capehart proposals are pending. 

Captain Args. I think we can give you the status right now. 

Mr. Trencken. The Capehart housing project is dependent upon 
a land acquisition project which is now pending te te the Real 
Estate Subcommittee of both the House and Senate. 

Senator Casr. You mean of Chase alone? 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct. 

Senator Cass. I am suggesting that we have a memorandum from 
the Navy with respect to all existing housing authorizations where it 
is anticipated that you will replace them with Capehart wherever a 
Capehart project is pending. 

Senator Stennis. Do you get that now? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Give us that list if you will as soon as you can 
get itup. You can get it up rather readily? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir; we have it mimeographed and we keep 
right up with it. 

Senator Stennis. Get that in to us, sir. 

Captain Aires. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further on that base? 

Captain Aixs. No, sir. 


The information requested concerning housing currently authorized for stations 
in this program which may be replaced by Capehart housing is as follows: 


Station | Number | Authorization 
| of units amount 


fiscal year 1955): 


Public Law 765, 834 Cong. (DOD housing, | 
NSY, Philadelphia, Pa page abs — 25 $321, 300 
NH, Philadelphia, eee denon dae et ent ee eee 10 152, 000 
NH, Camp Lejeune, N. C.!__.....--.- <3 ckbilwikbbieds a 50 642, 500 
I en sete npenedrissaenemaneat 35 473, 300 
PS, He aed. Sot vs pg bebicccnmutssvodeeasntdeabocvece| 20 273, 900 
NAAS, Chase Field, Tex._._..._-_- TF eae Ra te i a ee nansiaciel 80 1, 073, 400 
NH, San Diego, Calif.!............- ee ea a = eee are 


Total, Public Law 765, 83d Cong. - - 


Public Law 161, 84th Cong. (MCON authorization, fiscal year 1956): 
NAAS, Chase Field, Tex... .___- c Re ea ee ee 
MCAAS, Edenton, N. C_..._..--- sath Ap hie Bich dakd cid bhiedats on inbawal 1, 421, 500 
oi ee ae oe en bean e ibebenanenhwcel i 2, 177, 400 


Total, Public Law 161, 84th Cong = a heh ite ae Pasi ae : 4, 139, 400 





1 Project not approved as of this date. 


Senator Stennis. The next project. 


NAVAL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, KINGSVILLE, TEX. 


Captain Ares. The next project is the auxiliary air station at 
Kingsville, Tex. 
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The mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities and 
provide services and material to support operations of aviation activi- 
ties and units of the Naval Air Training Command and other activities 
and units, as designated by the Chief of Naval Operations = 

The major tasks are support advanced flight training activities. 
The major activities supported are advanced training units as desig- 
nated. 

This is another one of the air advanced training stations and this 
item is for the optical landing system for $160,000. 

Senator Stennis. Next project. 


NAVAL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, MERIDIAN, MISS. 


Captain Aries. The next project is the naval auxiliary air station 
at Meridian, Miss. The mission of this station is to maintain and 
operate facilities and provide services and material to support opera- 
tions of aviation activities and units of the Naval Air Training Com- 
mand and other activities and units as designated by the Chief of Naval 
Operations. 

(a) Military Command CNAVANTRA;; (6) major tasks (1) as 
an auxiliary to NAS Corpus Christi support advance flight training; 
(c) major activities supported (1) advanced training units as desig- 
nated. 

This is proposed to be another part of the Air Advanced Training 
Command. 

The committee approved the first increment for this station last 
year when Public Law 968 authorized the land acquisition, plans, and 
specifications, site preparation, drainage, and some utilities in the 
amount of $8,231,000. 

As explained last year this station is needed as an auxiliary to the 
Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, to support advanced flight train- 
ing, primarily in jet aircraft. 

This project this year includes seven line items for $15,067,000. 

This station is designed to support three advanced training units 
with a total of 170 aircraft. 

Based on the 150-hour training syllabus, the student load and air- 
craft availability planned for Meridian, an operational requirement 
is established for 418 flights per day. 

To accommodate this air traffic in a 10-hour work day, parallel ex- 
tended runways are required. These are for runways aud taxiways 
in the amount of $6,440,000. 

These two runways will be 9,970 feet long, 200 feet wide, and will 
have connecting taxiways, lighting and aircraft holding aprons. The 
pavement will be portland cement concrete. 

The second item is aircraft parking area, $1,680,000. 

The 165 jet aircraft require nearly 1,000 square yards for each plane, 
or a total of 164,000 square yards; and the five propeller-type aircraft 
require about 800 square yards per plane for a total of 4,000 square 
yards or a grand total of 168,000 square yards of portland cement 
concrete. 

The third item is a compass rose for $40,000. 

A compass rose is essential for adjusting aircraft compasses needed 
for safe flight operations. 
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The compass rose consists of a 120-feet diameter concrete paving 
area, turntable and access taxiway, 75 feet wide and 250 feet long. 

The fourth item is for fuel storage and fuel loading facilities in the 
amount of $480,000. 

Based on 60 percent aircraft availability and a 10-day supply, it is 
estimated that about 2.4 million gallons of jet fuel and 18,000 gallons 
of aviation gasoline will be required. Four 13,500-barrel steel tanks 
and one 1,000-barrel steel tank will be constructed above ground; and 
tank truck loading and tank car unloading stands will be provided. 

The next item is for radar air traffic control center, communication 
and navigational aids for $1,680,000. 

A modern radar air traffic control center, capable of maintaining 
control of air traffic within a 100-mile radius of the station is required 
as an absolute control over the concentration of modern high-per- 
formance military aircraft in the area and the commercial transports 
utilizing Key Field, 14 miles to the southwest. 

The communication and navigational aid facilities in conjunction 
with the radar air traffic control center are essential for the advanced 
flight training. 

The electronic equipment involved requires 114 to 2 years’ lead time 
for procurement. Consequently, the related structures have been de- 
ferred for a future program. 

The next item is for the aircraft operations building for $638,000. 

The training to be conducted will involve continuous and simul- 
taneous aircraft taxiing, takeoffs, and landings by student and in- 
structor personnel. 

In order that absolute control and coordination of this constantly 
moving mass of air traflic may be realized, the air operations building 
with control tower must be available concurrently with other items. 

The next item is for the construction of a hangar at an estimated 
cost of $4,109,000. 

The hangar, with office, shop, and training spaces, is required for 
the maintenance of the station’s 170 aircraft and for provision of 
administrative and training rooms for the operating personnel of the 
training units. It is estimated that about 40 percent of the aircraft 
will be deadlined, require maintenance, at one time, and that about 
half of this number will be in the hangar for work on various parts 
of the planes. 

About 79,700 square feet of open bay area are needed for space to 
work on the aircraft, about 40,340 square feet are required on the first 
floor for shops specializing in processing of engines, hydraulics, tires, 
batteries, machine and sheetmetal work, communication and elec- 
tronics, instruments, and so forth. 

The 40,340 second-floor space will be required for officers briefing 
rooms, ready rooms, flight gear lockers, planning and dispatch rooms, 
and so forth. 

Senator Case. I would like to get a statement as to the progress 
being made in acomplishing the $8 million worth of authorization not 
yet in inventory. 

Captain Ares. Prior authorization, sir? 

Senator Cast. What percentage of completion are you on that prior 
authorization ? 

Commander Marry. Approximately $3,200,000 have been obligated 
for land acquisition and for engineering services, and we expect to 
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have bids this month on approximately the balance of the work, about 

$5 million of construction work, the first increment of construction. 
Senator Case. At the rate you have been going on the $8 million 
oo under way this 


you really will not be able to get this other $15 mi 
coming year; will you? 

Senator Stennis. You see, they had to acquire the land, and this is 
really running ahead of schedule; is it not? 

Commander Marry. Yes, sir; we are right on it. 

As a matter of fact, sir, last year we did not feel we were in posi- 
tion to assure the committee that we would be able to use any construc- 
tion funds this year. 

Actually, we will have a construction contract during this fiscal 

ear. 
: Our plans and specifications are coming along nicely, and we ye 
to go out for bids in the first quarter of fiscal 1958 for all of the 
major items in the 1958 program, except the aircraft hangar which 
will follow a couple of months later. 

Senator Case. Is the construction industry any problem in Missis- 
sippi at this time? 

Secunia Matery. No, sir; not so faras we know. We have every 
indication 

Senator Case. How soon do you anticipate getting the base opera- 
tional ? 

Commander Marry. There will be—— 

Senator Case. Getting the station operational ? 

Commander Marry. There will be two major additional construc- 
tion increments, and the base will be operational in mid-1959, I be- 
lieve. I will have to check on that. 

Senator Stennis. It has been moving along right well. I found 
out a whole lot of planning and surveying and engineering and all 
that was necessary, architectual preparations and a lot of major de- 
cisions that I had never thought about. 

Commander Marry. If they were all moving as swiftly as this one 
we would not have any trouble, I am sure. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Anything further on that one? 


NAVAL AUXILIARY STATION, NEW IBERIA, LA. 


Captain Armxs. That project is very similar to the one at Meridian, 
sir, a similar field. 

The mission of that field is to maintain and operate facilities and 
provide services and material support operations of aviation activi- 
ties and units of the Naval Air Training Command and other activi- 
ties and units, as designated by the Chief of Naval Operations. 

The major tasks: Support advanced flight training activities. 
= activities supported : Advanced training units as designated. 

he first increment was authorized for fiscal year 1956 by Public 
Law 161, 84th Congress, in the amount of $24,361,000. This incre- 
ment is for the following three line items: 

Radar air traffic control center, first increment, $1,689,000. 

This item is similar to the one discussed for the preceding project 
at Meridian. 
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It will be for procurement of long lead-time electronic equipment 
for which housing will be required in the future. The RATCC is 
uired to ebuteol aircraft in the area. 
enator Casr. What perounnge of the existing authorization has 
been put under contract ? 

Commander Marry. Approximately $21.5 million of the existing 
authorization is now under contract, and we expect to obligate the 
balance during this month, sir. 

Senator Casr. That also seems to be moving along pretty well. 

Senator Stennis. After you got your land troubles out of the way 
you moved along very good, did you not? 

Commander Matey. We did. That slowed us down, of course. 

Senator Stennis. That slowed you down? 

Commander Matey. It certainly did. 

Captain Artes. The second item is also a counterpart of one in the 
preceding project. It is for a hangar, second increment, in the amount 
of $1,799,000. 

The first increment was for $1,431,000. The requirement for a 
hangar is the same at New Iberia as at Meridian, since the mission 
at each station is practically the same, to provide advance training 
in high performance jet aircraft to student pilots. 

The third line item is for a parachute shop in the amount of $165,- 
000. It is needed for packing and maintenance of station parachutes 
and survival gear. 

Usually about 3 percent of the parachutes will be worked each work- 
ing day and all parachutes are repacked once every 60 calendar days. 

The rigging, airing, inspecting, packing, and storing of parachutes, 
including space for washing, drying, repairing, and repacking, re- 
quire facilities that must be provided if the mission of the station is 
to be carried out. 

There is an amendment at this station to the prior authorization 
increasing it from $24,361,000 to $26,871,000. 

Senator Caspr. Why? 

Captain Arres. An increase of $2,510,000. 

Senator Case. Can you explain why there is that increase ? 

Commander Matry. Yes, sir. 

One of the reasons is because of the timelag under which we are 
getting our land underway, which saw an increase in construction 
costs generally, and that accounts for part of our higher costs. 

The other reason, the major reason, we are having trouble at New 
Iberia is that the initial planning was not a complete study. 

It was based on a feasibility study, and we did not have good ad- 
vanced planning estimates at the time we submitted our request for 
a program. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Is there anything special about that, 
Captain? Anything more that you should bring up? 

Japtain Aires. Nothing in addition to that, sir. Just the three 
items in this. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

What is your next one ? 
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NAVAL AIR STATION, PENSACOLA, FLA. 


Captain Aires. The next item is at the Naval Air Station, Pensa- 
cola, Fla., $6,225,000. 

Senator Stennis. Well, it is your landing system. 

Captain A1xes. The mission of this base is to maintain and operate 
facilities and provide services and material to support operations of 
aviation activities and units of the Naval Air Training Command 
and other activities and units, as designated by the Chief of Naval 
Operations. 

he major tasks: (1) Support Naval Air Training Command 
activities, (2) support the aircraft overhaul and repair program, 
(3) provide dockside services to assigned ships, (4) serve as pri- 
mary aviation supply point, (5) perform a classified mission, and 
(6) maintain and develop assigned outlying fields. 

Major activities supported: Ten. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I notice the main item here again 
is a pier and dredging, including land acquisition. Is this similar 
to the project you described at Norfolk ? 

Captain Ares. No, sir. 

The requirement for the pier and dredging was justified last year 
when the Congress authorized the first increment of this item in the 
amount of $250,000 for the planning. 

As explained then, the carrier qualification by the student pilots 
in the advanced training stage requires the use of high performance 
jet and propeller-driven aircraft with tricycle landing gear. 

The angled-deck carriers must be used in this operation in the inter- 
est of safety. 

A carrier of the /’ssea class, probably the U. S. S. Antietam, will 
replace the smaller straight-deck U.S. S. Saipan, which has a draft 
of only 26 feet. 

The /’ssex class carrier has a maximum draft of 31 feet. 

The channel needed for safe operation is 39 feet deep and 800 feet 
wide; the turning basin, 37 feet deep by 350 feet in diameter. 

To obtain that depth a considerable amount of dredging must be 
done. 

The pier is needed to accommodate the large carrier. 

The land to be acquired is the submerged area under the pier, about 
30 acres, belonging to the State of Florida. We understand the acqui- 
sition cost will be nominal. : 

Senator Stennis. What was that last? The land-acquisition cost 
would be what ? 

Captain Artes. Nominal, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean by nominal? 

Captain Aires. Theland. I think it is $3,000. 

Mr. Trencken. The indications, Mr. Chairman, are that the State 
will donate thtat property to the Government. The $3,000 is put in 
to cover any contingencies that may be in faulty title and surveys. 

Senator Siiieiens Allright. 

Senator Casr. The dredging itself is not nominal. 

Captain Artes. No,sir. That is 5 million square yards of dredging. 
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Senator Case. At a cost of $2,603,000 ? 

Captain Ams. Yes, sir. : 

Senator Case. Are you experiencing any change in the cost index 
on srecengs 

Captain Errer. All construction costs have gone up an average of 
13 percent in the last 18 months, Senator. 

enator Casr. Are these figures that reflect that 13 percent increase? 

Captain Errer. The amended authorization request does; yes, sir. 

Senstor Casr. Are you asking for an amendment to the authoriza- 
tion ¢ 

Captain Errer. Not at Pensacola; no, sir. As we indicated last 
year, these estimates are made some 20 to 24 months in advance of 
the date on which we expect to put the projects under construction. 

Up until this year we have never been allowed to project an antici- 
pated increase in costs. In 1959 we hope to do so. 

Senator Casz. You hope to do so how? 

Captain Errer. By evaluating some 15 or 20 engineer firm projec- 
tions of costs which we use in our cost analyses. 

Senator Case. You used the word “permitted.” 

Will you get permission to do this for 1959? 

Captain | to The ground rules on which costs are estimated, 
as established by the Department of Defense and the Bureau of the 
Budget, now allow it. 

Senator Casz. How are these cost figures determined? How did 
you make these estimates? 

Captain Errer. The 1958 estimates were made by advance planning 
the projects by engineering firms which we employed, but they were 
made on the basis of current costs at the time they made them some 
18 months ago. 

Senator Case. You do that all by contract, not Yard and Docks? 

Captain Errrer. We have contracted for advanced plans for some 
82 ee of this program, sir. 

enator Casr. By contract? 

Captain Errerr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Is that a new policy ? 

Captain Errer. No, sir. We have been following that for several 
years, sir; about 3 years. 

Senator Stennis. You think you can do it for less money that way 
than you can do it yourself? 

Captain Errer. I think it is probably a standoff, Mr. Chairman. 

The real advantage is having an engineering firm who is well 
acquainted with labor and material costs and practices in the locality 
in which the job is to be built. 

Senator Casze. Well, do you get yore other cost estimates through 
your own contract experience, or what ? 

Captain Errer. For the remaining ones that we are not able to 
advance-plan, sir? 

Senator Case. Well, yes. When we ask questions like that of the 
Air Force or of the Army they say, well, the Corps of Engineers gives 
them these estimates. 

Captain Errer. We do that ourselves. The Civil Engineer Corps 
of the Navy makes the estimate. In fact, we check out all of the 
estimates that are made by all of these private engineers. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean “checkout” ? 
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Captain Errer. I mean that we analyze them and review them from 
an engineering standpoint to be certain that all the supporting utili- 
ties and facilities required to provide a complete and usable facility 
are provided for, sir. ae 

Senator Case. Now, you had $16 million worth of authorization not 
yet in inventory in Pensacola. How has your contract experience 
corresponded with your estimates on the authorization ? 

Commander Mary. Generally speaking, sir, the cost has been 
within range of our engineering estimates. Overruns on one have 
been balanced off by underruns on others. 

Senator Casz. Supposing, just to give us a specific example, you 
supply for our files a reakdown of that on the authorization not yet 
in inventory for Pensacola. Let us just see how your contract ex- 
perience has corresponded to your estimates when you got the authori- 
zation. 

Commander Matey. Yes, sir. 

(The information was subsequently submitted for the committee 
files. 

ematbe Stennis. All right. 

Next item. 


NAVAL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, SAUFLEY FIELD, FLA. 


Captain Arzxs. The next item in this aviation group is at the naval 
auxiliary air station, Saufley Field, for a tactical air navigation facil- 
ity in the amount of $39,000. 

The mission of this base is to maintain and operate facilities and 
provide services and material to support operations of aviation activi- 
ties and units of the Naval Air Training Command and other activi- 
ties and units, as designated by the Chief of Naval Operations. 

The major task : Support basic flight training activities. 

Major activities assigned: Basic training units as designated. 

This is for TACAN, like we described earlier, sir. 

This field is auxiliary to NAS, Pensacola, and is used in the basic 
training of student aviators. 

This is 1 of 11 continental and 2 overseas TACAN installations in 
the program. 

This facility is a navigation aid that will provide a more effective 
air navigation system to permit handling of greater numbers of high- 
speed aircraft in the overcrowded air spaces. 

All fleet aircraft will be equipped with TACAN by the end of this 


year. 

The station TACAN facilities consist of a small building about 21 
feet square, and the utilities for its operation. 

The electronic equipment will be procured separately. 

Senator STeNNis. Pass on to the next one. 

Do you want to stay here a little while longer and get out some 
of these items? 

Captain Ars. Yes, sir; we will be glad to. 

Senator Stennis. All right. We cannot meet tomorrow. Is there 
ra. objection from the Navy to recessing beyond tomorrow? All 
right. 

Captain Atmzs. Thank you; no, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. Do you have some special statement now for 
this? It seems to be a rather large and extensive item. 

Captain Ares. These are our continental aviation facilities. These 
are the fleet-support air stations, sir, and they are in the second group. 
There are 21 projects in this group. 

Senator Stennis. Fleet support ? 

Captain Ares. These are fleet air stations. There are 21 projects 
in this group as a total. 


FLEET SUPPORT AIR STATIONS 
NAVAL AIR STATION, ALAMEDA, CALIF. 


The first project is Alameda, Calif. The mission of this station is 
to support fleet aviation units, support the aircraft overhaul and 
repair program; serve as a primary aviation supply point, including 
aeronautical outfitting and assembly; provide dockside services for 
assigned ships. 

This is 1 of 6 somewhat similar facilities at 4 continental and 2 
overseas stations. 

This project is for guided-missile support facilities in the amount 
of $185,000. 

Guided missiles have intricate electronic and mechanical controls. 

A check, test, and storage building, approximately 6,000 square 
feet, is required. 

The test involves a check of the missile components, assembled 
missile, and the replacement of the defective parts. 

Senator Stennis. What does that mean now ? 

Captain Arrs. This station is a fleet support aviation unit to 
support the aircraft overhaul and repair program, and so forth, as 
stated in its mission. 

Senator Stennis. Well, guided missiles—— 

Captain Amrs. Yes. The guided missiles have intricate electronic 
and mechanical controls. 

This facility is to take care of the missiles, and from this building 
are issued the missiles which go right to the carriers. 

Senator Stennis. Would you have to build one of these at every 
place you are going to—— 

Captain Artes. We anticipate needing one of these at these places 
where we supply our carriers. 

These are the missiles that are used on the aircraft attached to the 
carriers, and the missiles are finally checked out and tested here before 
they are issued to the carriers. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Next item. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, BRUNSWICK, MAINE 


Captain Arzers. The next station is at Brunswick, Maine, for range 
facilities. 

The mission of this station is to provide facilities to support regu- 
lar operations of fleet reconnaissance and antisubmarine aircraft. © 

An aerial mine-laying range and a multipurpose range for glide 
bombing and rocket training are required, but none are now available 
in the vicinity of this station. 
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The aviators and crews of the 7 patrol squadrons to be assigned 
to this station will require 45,750 hours of training to maintain their 
proficiency in weapons delivery technique for the assigned fleet mining 
and antisubmarine missions, 

The aerial mine-laying range southeast of Small Point, and a 
multipurpose rocket and bombing target on Seal Island, south of 
Penobscot Bay, will be set up. 

Control tower and observation buildings will be constructed for 
these operations. 

Seal Beach, privately owned and about 120 acres in area, is to be 
acquired in fee title. 

small-boat pier, helicopter landing pad, and target structure and 
marking will be provided on the ‘alant 

There is no known opposition to this proposed acquisition. 
¢ The acquisition in there of 120 acres is at an estimated cost of 

317,000. 
Senator Stennis. Is this a new program you are talking about? 
_Captain Ares. This is a new target range facility for this station, 
sir. 

Senator Stennis. I know, but is this a new type of firing or weapon ? 
How have you been getting along without it? 

Captain Ares. I would let Admiral Cooper answer that. 

Admiral Coorer. We have not been getting along without it, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I beg pardon? 

Admiral Coorrr. I say, our training has been deficient in that we 
have not had the proper kind of a range up in this area, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, have you tried to find some other place that 


was already in existence where you had a range ? 

Admiral Coorrr. This range is immediately adjacent to the naval 
air station at Brunswick. 

Any other range would be too far away, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Next item. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, CECIL FIELD, FLA. 


Captain Artes. The third project is at the naval air station, Cecil 
Field, Fla., near Jacksonville. 

The mission of this field is to provide facilities for the support of 
regular operations of fleet carrier aircraft. 

There are 3 line items at this station totaling $7,751,000. 

The first is one of 11 continental and 3 overseas similar purpose 
line items. This item is for extension of runway, including land 
acquisition, $4,949,000. 

Senator Stennis. How many acres of land ? 

Captain Aires. In this there are 2,738 acres. 

Senator STENNIs. 2,738 acres ? 

Captain Arves. 2,738; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What kind of a new program are you putting in? 
You have had this base for a long period of time down there, ever 
since 1942. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

This is part of the runway extension program to extend this run- 
way from a length of 8,000 feet to 12,500 feet. 
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Mr. Tiencken, who is here, can describe the details of this land 
ee and what it amounts to, sir. 

r. BeLiev. You have 6,219 acres there now ? 

Captain Arzs. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. You are putting in a new program of any kind? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. 

Mr. Trencken. We are extending runways and correcting the ap- 
proaches for those runways as they are extended. 

It is proposed to run these runways from this point down to this 
point and to acquire the area in yellow [indicating on chart]. That 
gives a direct approach, and the carrier landing approach for that 
runway. This is relatively low-value, cutover timberland, and it is 
the ideal time to acquire it when it is still in this position rather than 
to let it develop. 

Senator Stennis. Do you use jets there now? 

Captain Arxs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have any land there that you can give up, 
“> for some of this? 

r. Trencken. Not at this particular station, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Any station. 

Mr. Trencken. But you are bringing up the problem of disposal. 

We have another airfield, Brannan Airfield, about 214 miles to the 
southeast, and that airfield is in the last stages of excessing, so we 
will be giving up 17 to 18 hundred acres at a place approximately 
21% miles away. 

Senator Stennis. Well, that has to go through a lot of redtape. 

Mr. Trencxen. That is just about ready to come to the committee, 
Mr. Chairman. That disposal will be before the committee in the 
next couple of weeks. 

Senator Srennis. All right. We are going to hold you personally 
epee for it. 

All right, thank you very much, Mr. Tiencken. 

Captain Aixs. The heavy, high-performance jet aircraft being 
introduced into the fleet have generated a requirement for minimum 
runway lengths of 10,000 feet sea level equivalent at an average of 
59° Fahrenheit temperature. 

Computations call for a 12,500-foot runway length at this station, 
which means an existing north-south 8,000-foot long runway must be 
increased by 4,500 feet for safe operation of these aircraft. 

Collateral construction includes extension of existing taxiway, 
drainage, lighting, marking, relocation of the security road and fence, 
communication control and cable, and grading of the south end of 
the adjacent parallel runway. 

Acquisition in fee of approximately 2,738 acres of privately owned 
land is needed to allow for the extension of one runway under this 
program and for the future extension of the parallel runway. 

The next item for Cecil Field is installation of an optical landing 
system in the amount of $140,000. The need for this item was justi- 
fied during the discussion on Chase Field. 

The third item is the hangar in the amount of $2,662,000. 

Approximately 304,000 square feet of hangar space is required for 
proper maintenance of the 449 carrier-type aircraft to be assigned. 
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By two previous increments hangar space of 152,000 square feet 
were authorized. 

This item would provide 101,000 square feet, leaving a deficit of 
52,000 square feet to be taken care of in the future. 

Secondary portions of this line item needed to provide a usable 
facility rosie 57,000 square yards of concrete aireraft parking 
apron, utilities, drainage, and site development. 

_ This is one of our main fleet bases for aircraft on the east coast, 
sir. 
Mr. BeLtev. Did you say there was a third increment here, the final 
increment ? 

Captain Aes. For the hangar, yes; 52,000 feet additional will be 
taken care of in the future. 

Senator Srennis. I was thinking of something else there. The 
third increment, what do you mean—third increment on this build- 


ing? 
Ciiulaha Ates. On the hangar set up at this field, sir. 
Senator Stennis. On this particular hangar or is this the third 


hangar ? 

Mr. HanapBoury. This is the third increment of hangar construction 
at that station. We had increments in 1952 and 1955. 

Senator Stennis. What does an increment consist of, one hangar? 

Mr. Hanapory. We built Miramar hangars down there, Mr. Chair- 
man, and because of funding limitations at times we built two-thirds 
of the hangar, and then came in next year and built the final third. 

Mr. BeLrev. This is a new hangar in toto, the one you are having 
to build now? 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Just what is meant when you say “hangar”? I 
am not sure I understand. This is not the place to store airplanes, 
but rather the place to work on them; is that right ? 

Mr. Hanasvry. Yes, sir. It contains shops, office space, and a place 
for working on planes. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further? 

Captain Ares. Not at this station. 

Senator Stennis. The next item. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, CHINCOTEAGUE, VA. 


Captain Ares. The next is Chincoteague, Va., for runway exten- 
sion, including land acquisition, in the amount of $2,818,000. 

The mission of this station is to provide facilities to support regular 
operations of fleet recognizance, antisubmarine, air development and 
utility aircraft, fleet carrier aircraft as assigned, and assigned guided- 
missile programs. It is to provide facilities to support the naval avia- 
tion ordnance test station, its aircraft and associated units. 

The requirement is the same as previously outlined for Cecil Field. 
The existing 8,000-foot runway will have to be extended to a length 
of 12,000 feet. 

Part of the item will be the extension of the taxiway and lighting 
system and runway, marking, site preparation, relocation of the State 
highway, and acquisition in fee of 342 acres of land for the runway 
and taxiway extension. 
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Senator Stennis. That is where we had so much trouble about that 
land acquisition, is it not? 

Captain Ares. That was the target, was it not? 

Admiral Coorrr. You mean my friend 

Senator Stennis. I believe it was. 

Captain Ares. Not at the air station. Mr. Tiencken, there is no 
problem about this, is there ? 

Mr. Trencken. We have no foreseeable difficulty with the acquisi- 
tion of this property here, Mr. Chairman. : 

Senator Stennis. All right. Well, that does make me think about 
these different projects. Whatever became of the Navy’s situation 
out there in Nevada ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Admiral Davis has gone out there with Senator 
Bible to hold a local hearing, and we feel that is pretty well solved 
today at the Sahwave gunnery range area. 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, I might add that we brought up 
the real estate project on that Sahwave case this afternoon, so it is now 
before the subcommittee. 

Senator Stennis. Is Senator Bible a the project ? 

Captain Sanger. No, sir. Senator Bible is in agreement with the 
plan we have worked out on Sahwave, on its withdrawal. 

Captain Arms. May I continue, sir? 

Senator Srennis. Yes. 





NAVAL AUXILIARY LANDING FIELD, CROWS LANDING, CALIF, 


Captain Armxs. The next station is at the naval auxiliary landing 
field at Crows Landing, Calif. 

This station conducts and supports field carrier landing practice 
for squadrons based at NAS, Moffett Field, and NAS, Alameda. 

Senator Srennis. Is that TACAN ? 

Captain Aines. Yes, sir; that is TACAN. 

It is proposed to install a tactical air navigation facility at a cost 
of $39,000. 

Justification for this facility was outlined when the Saufley Field 


project was discussed. : 
Senator Stennis. Let us pass on to the next item. 


NAVAL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, EDENTON, N. C. 


Captain Artes. The next one is the naval air station at Edenton, 
N. C., which is to provide facilities to support regular operation of 
fleet carrier and antisubmarine aircraft. 

Here we request authorization for 2 line items, a TACAN for $39,- 
000, and an optical) landing system for $160,000. These are needed 
for reasons I previously mentioned. 


Senator Srennis. Pass on to the next one. 


NAVAL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, EL CENTRO, CALIF. 


Captain Ares. Next is the naval auxiliary air station at EK] Centro, 
Calif. This is as an auxiliary to naval air station, Miramar, to pro- 
vide facilities to support fleet aircraft rocket, gunnery, bombing, anti- 
submarine warfare and night field carrier oa practice training 
operations. To provide emergency seadrome faciliti 


es (Salton Sea). 
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The first and second items are similar to previously justified items. 

The first is for extension of an east-west runway and taxiway from 
9,500 feet to 13,500 feet, field lighting, site preparation, drainage, 
fencing, relocation of canals, roads and powerlines and fee acquisition 
of 482 acres of private land for the extension of the pavement and 
crash strip at the end of the runway. 

The second item is an optical landing system for $175,000 similar 
to the item justified previously. 

The third item is a messhall at an estimated cost of $464,000. 

The existing temporary wood frame messhall was built in 1942 with 
a seating capacity of 125 men. Of over 2,000 enlisted men at this sta- 
tion, approximately 1,425 require messing facilities. 

The existing structure will be razed, and the new messhall will be 
constructed to seat 400 men at one time, providing 1,000-man capacity. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, I had not heard of a runway of 13,- 
000-plus. 

Captain Aives. This is the 10,000 equivalent runway we are speak- 
ing of, sir, and when the temperature goes up, as it does, at El Centro, 
then the runway has to be longer, and also the sea-level aspect of the 
thing—this is below sea level; that will work in reverse, but the tem- 
peratures, the average temperature here, is so high that it requires 
longer runways. 

Senator Stennis. What about your messhall, what are you using 
now? Isthat to replace another one? 

Captain Airs. The messhall is for an estimated cost, as I said, of 
$464,000. 

Of over 2,000 enlisted men at this station, approximately 1,426 
require messing facilities. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me now; what did you say about the 
enlisted men? 

Captain Arres. Of over 2,000 enlisted men at this station, approxi- 
mately 1,426 require messing facilities, and they are being messed in a 
messhall with a seating capacity of 125 men. 

Senator Stennis. Well, there is an error somewhere. On page 79 it 
says that your enlisted men in 1958 will be 425. 

The existing messhall 

Captain Sanerr. These are the people attached to the station, 
Senator. 

They support, as you go out further in the tabulation, 1,287 more 
enlisted men. 

Senator STENNIS. Oh, yes. 

Captain Aines. You see, those are the personnel and aircraft just in 
temporarily for short periods. They are not regularly attached to 
the air station. 

Senator Stennis. These 1,257? 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLirvu. You do not mean these are transients in that sense, 
because you do have a continuous load, do you not ? 

Captain Sancer. Yes, sir; they are transients in the sense that they 
are just there for a short period for rocket, bombing, and gunnery 
training—but there is a continous load for that number. 

Senator Stennis. I see. 

Well, you are using a good many messhalls, are you not, that you 
had in 1942? 
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Captain Ass. Yes, sir. But we are gradually having to replace 
them, sir. They are well beyond the anticipated end of their lives. 

Senator Stennis. Well beyond what ? 

Captain Ares. The anticipated end of their lives when they were 
built, sir. They were not built to last this long. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

What is your next one? 


NAVAL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, FALLON, NEV. 


Captain Amxs. The next station is at Fallon, Nev., that we were 
speaking of just a moment ago. 

This is another station that supports fleet aviation units; supports 
fleet aircraft rocket, gunnery, bombing, and training operations in- 
volving field carrier landing practice. 

The first item is for the extension of a northwest-southeast runway 
from 10,000 feet to 14,000 feet. 

Also included in this item are taxiway extension, field lighting, 
drainage, site preparation, relocation of a highway and utilities, fee 
acquisition of 1,980 acres of private land and withdrawal of 3,120 acres 
of public domain land. 

The other 2 line items are a TACAN, costing $39,000, and an opti- 
cal landing system for $160,000. 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me now, how much is that land going to 
cost you ? 

Captain Ares. Mr. Tiencken, can you speak to that land cost, the 
acquisition of private land? That is going to cost $383,000. 

Mr. Trencken. That is correct. That is based on an appraisal that 
has been made by Mr. Domonoske of Fallon, Nev. 

Mr. BeLiev. That is $193 an acre. 

Mr. Trencken. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. What gives that land value? Isn’t that out 
there where it is semi-desert ? 

Mr. Tiencken. This is irrigated farmland, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

I see here where you have already spent $3,610,000 for land. 

Mr. BeLrev. That includes the gunnery range ? 

Admiral Coorrr. That includes the gunnery range itself. 

Senator Stennis. 331,000 acres. 

Admiral Cooper. You see, it is a terrific amount of land. But 
that is your bombing and gunnery ranges. 

Captain Ares. $1,741,000 for just gunnery range. 

Senator Stennis. There was a place out there that the Air Force 
had had that we considered your using. What was the name of it, 
Tonopah? Whatever became of that ? 

Mr. Trencken. That is in the process of being transferred to the 
Navy now, and will be used. 

Senator Stennis. The Navy is going to plan to use it? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. ; 

Captain Sancer. Not the entire range, Mr. Chairman. Part of 
that range cannot be transferred to the Navy because of its use by the 
Atomic paneer Commission. But negotiations are underway now 
between the naval unit commander in the field and the Air Force at 
Nellis Air Force Base to allow us to start using that gunnery range. 
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Senator Stennis. How much will you need to fix it up? 

Captain Saneer. In money ? 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

— Sancer. For using the range we do not see any money 
required. 

Senator Stennis. You do not land there or anything ? 

Captain Sanaer. No, sir, not at the present time. But we plan to 
conduct studies in the use of this Tonopah range to determine whether 
we can go along and use it without at least an emergency strip, re- 
fueling strip, or not. 

Admiral Davis. There is a strip there, not too good in shape. 

Mr. BeLiev. There is an old B-17 strip there now that you may 
have to use for refueling or for an emergency. 

Captain Sanear. It could not be used now; it will have to be de- 
veloped. 

Senator Stennis. What is your next item? 

Captain Ares. The next one is Hertford, N. C. 

Senator Stennis. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. I thank you very much for coming in today. 
This is very interesting, and we will try to let you know tomorrow 
as to when we will have you return. 

(Whereupon, at 5:15 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned to meet 
subject to the call of the hair) 
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MONDAY, JUNE 10, 1957 


Unrrep Srates SENATE, 
SuscoMMITTEE ON Minitary CoNsTRUCTION 
OF THE CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 2 p. m., in room 
212, Senate Office Building. 
Present: Senators Stennis (presiding) and Jackson. 
Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 
Senator Srennis. The committee will come to order, please, 
gentlemen. 
I assume you are ready to continue on these line items. 
Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. Everyone ready ? 
Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 
Senator Srennis. Gentlemen, we left off last week after reviewing 
certain of the aviation facilities for fleet support in volume 1. We 
start today at the naval seaplane facility here, Hertford, N. C. 


STATEMENT OF CAPT. JOHN W. AILES, USN, DIRECTOR, SHORE 
ESTABLISHMENT DEVELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE DIVISION, 
AND SENIOR MEMBER, SHORE STATION DEVELOPMENT BOARD, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS; ACCOMPANIED BY 
COMDR. W. T. MALEY, OFFICE OF BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS; 
CAPT. J. HENRY ETTER, CEC, USN, DIRECTOR, CONSTRUCTION 
DIVISION, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS; WILFRED P. TIEN- 
CKEN, SR., REAL-ESTATE CONSULTANT, BUREAU OF YARDS AND 
DOCKS; REAR ADM. CLIFFORD S. COOPER, USN, DEPUTY AND 
ASSISTANT CHIEF, BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS; CAPT. KENNETH 
J. SANGER, USN, HEAD, SHORE ESTABLISHMENT PROGRAMS 
BRANCH, AVIATION PLANS DIVISION, OFFICE OF CHIEF OF NAVAL 
OPERATIONS; MARK R. HANABURY, HEAD, PUBLIC WORKS CON- 
STRUCTION BRANCH, BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS; REAR ADM. 
THOMAS L. BECKNELL, SC, USN, DEPUTY AND ASSISTANT CHIEF, 
BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS; BRIG. GEN. CHESTER R. 
ALLEN, USMC, EXECUTIVE OFFICER, SUPPLY DEPARTMENT, 
HEADQUARTERS, UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS; REAR ADM. 
JOHN QUINN, USN, DEPUTY AND ASSISTANT CHIEF, BUREAU OF 
ORDNANCE; CAPT. SELDEN C. SMALL, USN, HEAD, FACILITIES 
AND EQUIPMENT BRANCH, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE; CAPT. NOR- 
MAN D. GAGE, USN, DIRECTOR, SHORE ESTABLISHMENT DIVI- 
SION, BUREAU OF NAVAL PERSONNEL; AND A. P. KENYON, 
DEPARTMENT OF NAVY, BUREAU OF NAVAL PERSONNEL, ASSIST- 
ANT FOR PLANS AND COORDINATION 


Senator Stennis. I have had a number of inquiries about this Long 
Beach situation, and we are awaiting a report from the House com- 
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mittee on that. I think you gentlemen understood that the other 
day. You can just state that publicly, Colonel BeLieu. People were 
calling me up over the weekend wanting to know about it. We will 
wait for the House report to be filed and see their version of it. What 
page are we on? 
aptain Artes. Page 87 of book 1. 
Senator Stennis. All right. 


NAVAL SEAPLANE FACILITY, HERTFORD, N. C. 


Captain Arms. The Naval seaplane facility, Hertford, N. C., is 
the next project in the program. The actual location is at Harvey 
Point, but Hertford is the nearest community having a post office. 
For this reason the name of the facility has been changed to Hertford. 

Senator Stennis. You have a total of $8,051,000. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. We request authorization for 16 line items 
at the total estimated cost of $8,051,000. This is the second increment 
for development of this modern seaplane base, the first increment hav- 
ing been authorized last year in Public Law 968 for $6 million, pri- 
marily for dredging, bulkhead and fill, and utilities. The facility is 
planned to be the home port of the jet-propelled Seamasters which are 
expected to be coming off the line by the time the proposed facilities 
are completed. 

Senator Srennis. When will that be? 

Admiral Coorrer. We will start flying them again the last month of 
1957, and our fleet deliveries should start in August of 1958. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have all the kinks out of that one, do you 
think, now ? 

Captain Args. I think so; yes. 

Senator Stennis. It seems to me that is an important step for the 
Navy, to get that moving. 

Admiral Coorer. We have the major problems ironed out. 

Senator Stennis. What is this base being used for now; it is not 
new, is it? 

Captain Ares. No, sir; it was used during the war. But it has been 
more or less abandoned since the war, sir. There is some property 
there but it has to be completely rehabilitated. It is not being used 
now. 

Mr. BeLrev. As to your fueling facilities, the committee is familiar 
with the hydrant and other type faeling facilities that the Air Force 
has installed at their bases. Are these similar for the Seamasters ? 

Mr. HanaBury. Generally speaking, they are the same, but some 
of these are on land and some are at fuel buoys out in the water. 

Mr. BeLarv. Will the second increment complete the refueling 
facilities for this base? 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I would like to glance over this. This is a new 
start. You say you contemplate $19,600,000 additional expenses. You 
are going in here where you spent less than $3 million. Will you have 
enough land for all this expansion? 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir; we do. 

Senator Stennis. Could you put this at some other place where 
you had an air wing? This is just another air wing, isn’t it? 
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Admiral Cooper. No, sir; this is quite a different seaplane, Mr. 
Chairman. We considered that problem 2 years ago when we began 
to look for facilities for this particular airplane and came to the 
conclusion that, due to the long runways and the depth of water re- 
quired, we simply had no other place that was satisfactory to operate 
this seaplane under the conditions that we expected to use it. 

Senator Stennis. How many will you have to build? 

Admiral Cooper. We have 24 in the program at the present time. 

Senator Stennis. I’m talking about base facilities. 

Admiral Coorrr. I beg your pardon. We have one on the east coast 
and one on the west coast. 

Senator Srennis. Is that all you are planning? 

Admiral Coorrr. That’s all we are planning at the moment; yes, 
sir. 

Senator Srennis. It doesn’t contemplate a dozen or 20. 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir; these two major bases are the only ones 
that we see; otherwise, they would be based from seaplane tenders. 

Captain Artes. There will be few items in here at Patuxent where 
the evaluation test of the first few seaplanes will be conducted, sir, 
but that will not be an operating base. 

The second increment of line items authorized last year include: 
Dredging, $690,000; refueling facilities, $682,000; fuel-storage facili- 
ties, $534,000; electrical power facilities, $564,000; sewage-disposal 
facilities, $172,000; and water-supply facilities, $371,000. 

Line items proposed for the first time in this planned development 
are: Communication facilities, $550,000. For adequate communica- 
tion free from interference for the safe and efficient operation of the 
station, plus radio-communication circuits for tower operation, to 
control aircraft traffic around the station, and for long-range, opera- 
tional circuits. 

Telephone system, $146,000: For telephone service on the station 
which will be served by a private company. Control tower, $85,000: 
The tower is required for command of the aircraft-parking area, 
mooring and refueling area, taxilanes and sealanes, and the surround- 
ing air-traffic pattern. 

Operations Building, $239,000: This building is needed for the 
usual aerology, communications, electronic, and personnel facilities of 
air operations. Supply se facilities, $343,000: Included under 
this item will be a 100- by 200-foot warehouse, a small, 900-square-foot 
cold-storage space, a storage shed of 2,600 square feet, paved open- 
storage area of 1,100 square yards, and office, utilities, and site im- 
provement. 

Barracks, $1,002,000: This will provide two 252-man barracks build- 
ings as a first increment of living space for enlisted men. Space for 
463 men will be needed in the future. 

Messhall, $509,000: This will provide a standard 1,000-man mess- 
hall and galley with a 400-seat capacity in the messhall. 

Bachelor officers’ quarters, $528,000: This item will provide a BOQ 
and mess for 63 officers. 

Steam plant and distribution, $1,081,000: The central steam plant 
and distribution system are required to provide heat to buildings to 
be constructed and for certain Sodentuiat purposes. 
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Roads and streets, $555,000: This is for repairing and repaving exist- 
ing roads, and construction of additional roads and sidewalks to meet 
vehicular and pedestrian access requirements. 

Senator Stennis. The last item here, “Roads and streets,” what does 
that mean; roads and streets on the base, or does it mean approach 
roads, access roads? 

Captain Amzs. This is for repairing and repaving existing roads 
and construction of additional roads and sidewalks to meet vehicular 
and pedestrian access requirements to these other facilities, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Does the Navy come under this general provision 
that the Air Force and Army has for so-called access roads where it 
has to be approved by the Bureau? 

Commander Matry. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Senator Stennis. We make that appropriation in the services bill 
in a lump sum. 

Commander Matey. At the present time we are programing those at 
the station where the access road is to be built. Several years ago I 
believe it was a lump-sum appropriation. 

Senator Stennis. You don’t have the lump-sum appropriation now ? 

Commander Matey. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. You put it in the bill here as a line item. 

Commander Ma ey. It is in the appropriation bill. So we are 
showing it in each case to insure that we will have authorization spe- 
cifically at each station. 

Senator Stennis. Anything further on that one, Colonel BeLieu ? 

Mr. BeLrev. You have a large item for $1 million approximately 
for barracks. I believe the admiral said you had to start from scratch. 

Captain Ares. This will provide two 252-man barracks buildings 
as a first increment of living space. The other barracks are in such 
a state of disrepair that they will have to be replaced. 

Mr. BeLiev. To all intents and purposes, you are making a new 
start. 

Captain AtEs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLiev. This will apply to the other major item, the steam 
plant and distribution system, because the two of those are one-fourth 
of this year’s requested authorization. 

Captain Ames. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLrev. I have no further questions. 

Senator STennis. Pass to the next one. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


Captain Arres. The next project is at naval air station, Jacksonville, 
Fla., for a TACAN at a cost of $39,000. This is the same type of 
facility described previously, at the start of the air hearings, as you 
will remember. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. That’s all you have there. 

Captain Artes. That’s all we have at that station. 

Senator Stennis. Next item ? 

Captain Artes. The next. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, KEY WEST, FLA. 


The naval air station, Key West, Fla., is next with a project similar 
to several previously discussed, an optical landing system at $130,000. 
Senator Stennis. All right. 
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MASTER JET FIELD, LEMOORE, CALIF. 


Captain Aies. The next project is also the second increment of a 
station being newly developed as a master jet field, at Lemoore, Calif. 
It includes 7 line items for a total of $30,594,000. Last year the first 
increment was authorized for $10,089,000 for land acquisition and 
plans and specifications for the required facilities. This increment 
is for the orderly development to permit placing the station on an 
operational basis as early as possible. The line items include: The 
first increment of runways, taxiways, and parking area, $18,109,000, 
providing two 13,500-foot long runways, a parallel and a centroid 
area taxiway, a Compass Rose, blast resistant shoulders, and area of 
stabilized soil; lighting system and a single unit of the optical land- 
ing system; a control tower, $297,000; a hangar, $3,230,000; fuel stor- 
age and distribution system, $1,171,000, providing 9 tanks of 65,000 
barrels for storage of jet, aviation gas, and motor fuel; utilities and 
services, $5,537,000 for electrical, heating, sewage collection and treat- 
ment, water and compressed-air systems to service the various facil- 
ities to be conearattiod’ the main station road, $1,550,000, a 2-lane 24- 
foot-wide asphaltic concrete main access road to administration and 
operational areas of the station; and a railroad spur, $700,000, from 
the Southern Pacific Railroad for rail delivery of supplies, during 
construction and when the station becomes operational. 

Senator Srennis. Where is Lemoore, Calif., with reference to San 
Francisco ? 

Captain Airs. Southeast of San Francisco, about 146 miles. 
Right near Fresno. 

Senator Srennts. We have had a good deal of correspondence on 
this matter, pro and con. Suppose we make a record on that now, 
Colonel. You give us a review here and then you can comment on it 
and make responses. 

Mr. BeLiev. Mr. Chairman, the committee does have considerable 
correspondence both pro and con. I know that the chairman remem- 
bers last year the committee authorized the establishment of this base 
and included $10,089,000 for the establishment of Lemoore, including 
at that time a request for some 32,000 acres of land. The committee 
pointed out that it wasn’t sure 32,000 acres were required and that 
perhaps 18,000 acres would be a more appropriate figure. Before 
the committee this year there are two actions. One is the real-estate 
action which comes to the committee under the provision of Public 
Law 155, naval acquisition project No. 207, which requests authoriza- 
tion to acquire in fee approximately 19,000 acres and clearance ease- 
ments over the remaining acreage deemed desirable, to the total of 
about 31,500 acres in round figures. 

The mail we received this yéar—I might say we received none last 
year. 

Those whose land is in jeopardy are concerned about it and prob- 
ably rightly so. Those who are considering the fact that the mili- 
tary base may be a necessity have written in requesting the committoe 
act. favorably. The committee has had several requests for pers al 
appearances but some of the opposition could not get here during 
the rime that the committee had to consider the bill. In order to 
give everyone an equal opportunity, the committee decided that indi- 
viduals would be allowed to submit written statements for the record. 
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It would not be possible to put all the letters in the record but we will 
keep them in the file. We have a letter from Congressman Harlan 
Hagen from the 14th California District. He desired to submit it 
for the record along with a brief statement. He cites the fact that 
the Congress authorized the station before and that it is a vital mili- 
tary facility and he is in favor of the facility. 

The letter referred to is as follows :) 


DeAr SENATOR STENNIS: I am certain that you have been the recent recipient 
of letters and telegrams from persons in California arguing against continuing 
progress on the Lemoore Naval Air Station for which the Navy now seeks a 
1958 additional authorization and appropriation of approximately $30 million. 

I am the House Representative of the area from which most of these messages 
originate and wish to assure you that they do not represent any substantial 
community opinion questioning the judgment of the Navy and the judgment of 
yourself and your colleagues in authorizing this vital military facility in 1956. 
On the contrary 99 percent of the people in the area affected respect said 
considered judgments and welcome the Navy as they did at the time of the 
authorization in 1956. 

The objectors, regardless of their standing as individuals, are a minimal 
minority and in most instances are owners of land which the Navy seeks to 
acquire for a fair price. In an effort to mobilize outside support, collateral 
to their demands for land prices higher than those currently offered them, these 
owners—some 19 in number—have raised various subsidiary arguments which 
question the worth of the station and thus indirectly question your 1956 decision 
as a leader of Congress in this field of military authorization and appropriation. 

I will not go into the merits or the land-price dispute, which involves basic 
land values, demands for pay for loss of cotton history, the speculative value of 
mineral rights, interference with crop-dusting operations, and reimbursement 
for anticipated benefits from a proposed Federal water project which may never 
be authorized. It is sufficient to say that an adequate vehicle for resolving this 
question exists in the negotiation and judicial process. I will conclude comment 
on this aspect of the problem with the not-very-original observation that land- 
price disputes are a necessary accompaniment of any governmental land 
acquisition. 

The important facts are—that the 12th Naval District needs a new facility 
to maintain the proficiency of carrier pilots—that its present facilities for this 
purpose are outmoded—that the Lemoore site is the only site, otherwise suitable, 
in close enough proximity to the land base of aircraft carriers to be served to be 
operationally feasible from the standpoint of economy and convenience. These 
determinations were made by the Navy after long study and were ratified by 
the committees of Congress and the Congress as a body. 

A minor element in the Navy’s decision was the overwhelming community 
acceptance of the Navy’s presence and that large majority acceptance exists 
today. 

A further consideration is the fact that the cities and counties which will be 
affected by the impact of such facility have made substantial plans for such 
impact in close cooperation with the Navy. These acts have involved the ex- 
penditure of sizable amounts of money and changes in community and private 
planning. The Government could not abandon this project now without causing 
much hardship and other inequity and it should not do so without very com- 
pelliing reasons. I am confident that those compelling reasons are nonexistent. 

Rather the compulsion is in the direction of steady progress forward to meet 
an urgent military need. In fact the rapid buildup in population in the areas of 
the present inadequate Moffett Field and Alameda Naval Air Station facilities 
makes more urgent the provision of the totally adequate Lemoore facility. 

The foregoing comments are not intended to cast any personal reflection on 
the character or motives of the objectors who may have written to you. Some 
of them I know as friends and some as more casual acquaintances. I would not 
choose to question their stature as individuals for pursuing what they deem 
to be their best self-interest. 


Sincerely yours, 


HARLAN HAGEN, 
Congressman, 14th California District. 


NT 
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Mr. BeLiev. We have a statement from a Mr. Cecil G. Runyon 
representing certain citizens and civic organizations in Kings, Fresno, 
and Tulare Counties and San Joaquin Valley also in favor of the 
establishment of the base. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 

JUNE 6, 1957. 
Mr“irarRy CONSTRUCTION SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE 
SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN AND COMMITTEE MEMBERS: AS the representative of the over- 
whelming majority of citizens and taxpayers of Kings, Fresno, and Tulare 
Counties in the San Joaquin Valley of California, I respectfully request that the 
views of these people be read into the record of the hearing on naval air station, 
Lemoore. 

With regard to the hearings before the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations, House of Representatives, 84th Congress, on the military con- 
struction appropriations for 1957, I would like to comment on a question by Con- 
gressman Sheppard directed to Admiral Cooper concerning the local attitude 
of the people in the area toward the proposed installation of the naval air sta- 
tion, Lemoore. At the time of the hearing, the Department of the Navy had re- 
ceived 25 resolutions from various civic and fraternal organizations in the 
vicinity of Lemoore, Calif., promulgating the favorable attitude of the citizenry 
of that locality toward the development of a naval air station at a site 10 miles 
west of the city of Lemoore. The organizations were: 


California Federation of Women’s Clubs 
Lemoore Women’s Club 

Lions Club of Lemoore 

Lemoore District Chamber of Commerce 
City of Lemoore 

Lemoore Post No. 100, the American Legion 
Kiwanis Club of Lemoore 

Hanford Post No. 3, the American Legion 
YLI No. 139, Hanford, Calif. 

Kings County Community Service Organization 
Kiwanis Club of Hanford 

Kings County Peace Officers Association 
Coalinga Chamber of Commerce 
Avenai Chamber of Commerce 

Yoreoran District Chamber of Commerce 
Kings County Democratic Central Committee 
Business and Professional Women’s Club 
Armona Chamber of Commerce 

City Council of City of Hanford 

Kings County Farm Bureau, Hanford 
Chamber of Commerce, Hanford 

Hanford Rotary Club 

Kings County Housing Authority 

Board of Supervisors, County of Kings 
YMI Lemore Council, No. 87, Lemoore 


Since the date of the original hearings, the 25 listed organizations have re- 
affirmed their original stand and a great number of supporting organizations 
have since added their names to the long list of organizations supporting the 
installation of the naval air station at Lemoore. This support has come from 
the surrounding communities and counties lying outside the Kings County area. 
I am listing also for the record the following organizations : 


Fresno County and City Chamber of Commerce 
The Fresno chapter of the Navy League 
The Kings County Navy League 


The Visalia Chamber of Commerce 
The Dinuba Chamber of Commerce 
The Lindsay Chamber of Commerce 


The Exeter Chamber of Commerce 
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The Porterville Chamber of Commerce 

Fresno-Madera Building Trades Council 

The Home Builders Association of the San Joaquin Valley 
Fresno Lions Club 

Native Daughters of the Golden West 

Hanford Lions Club 

Tulare County Chamber of Commerce 


Triggered by the antagonistic attitude of the minority group, nearly 100 dif- 
ferent unions of the AFL and CIO placed themselves solidly behind the activa- 
tion of the naval air station, and their unqualified support brings into the pic- 
ture a representative group of over 50,000 people in the labor pool of the San 
Joaquin Valley area. 

The thousands of letters, telegrams, personal telephone calls to our Repre- 
tatives and Senators in Washington have been just a small indication of the 
support which is lining up behind the Navy to assure the activation of this 
vitally needed project. This action has been spontaneous and without the 
benefit of paid public relations men who have been hired to travel the area, 
spreading confusion and rumor which have been well mixed with half-truths 
and in many cases outright fabrications. 

The vocal appeal and written endorsement of the many civic organizations, 
city councils, county governments, local unions, chambers of commerce, repre- 
senting as they do a great majority of people in the county and valley area, 
plus the appeal of individuals who are citizens and taxpayers, present a cross- 
section of our valley population which cannot be overlooked. Numbered among 
the various organizations and individuals are a great many farmers who feel 
very strongly in favor of the naval air station at Lemoore, all of this in contrast 
to a small selected minority representing very selfish interests and controlled 
by several large corporate farmers. 

It is reasonable to assume that there are many others who have written to 
their elected Representatives and Senators of whom we do not know. 

Two thousand assembled delegates of the California State Junior Chamber 
of Commerce in their convention at Catalina Island on May 10, passed an 
unqualified resolution endorsing the activation of the naval air station at 
Lemoore, Subject Resolution No. 57-48, expressed the wholehearted support of 
these elected delegates who represent over 22,000 members in the State of 
California. A great number of these men are veterans and are carrying on 
responsible work in their respective communities and fully realize the im- 
portance of the naval air station, Lemoore, in the pattern of defense to our 
United States and the Pacific coast. 

The California State Assembly, on May 14, in regular session, passed a 
formal resolution which was presented by Assemblyman Myron Frew, which 
urged Congress to continue appropriation of funds for development of the 
Lemoore Naval Air Station. In submitting this measure to the assembly, 
Assemblyman Frew said that the Lemoore project has the support of the over- 
whelming majority of people throughout the Kings, Tulare, and Fresno County 
areas; the only opposition to the military, he said, comes from a number of 
large landowners who have purchased property in the area after the develop- 
ment began. In a telephone conversation with Senator Robert Montgomery, 
with regard to the senate’s endorsement of Naval Air Station Lemoore, we 
were assured that the senate would also approve the resolution which was 
passed in the legislature on May 14, 1957. 

An area referred to as a Garden of Eden today was, in 1954, classed by the 
Department of Agriculture soil maps as No. 7 in the productivity scale. The 
rating of 7 denotes nonarable land which is good for limited grazing. It is 
true that large amounts of money have been expended to bring the acreage into 
agricultural production. The crops which have been produced in the area are 
cotton and barley. The aforementioned crops are supported by the Federal 
Government. Certain areas within the boundaries of the proposed Naval Air 
Station Lemoore also enjoy the benefits of the soil bank. 

In view of the philosophy of Federal crop supports, soil-bank and cotton 
allotments, it is hard to conceive that any great loss would be created by the 
omission of approximately 10,000 acres net from agricultural production. Better 
farming methods can and will overcome the production loss from this relatively 
small acreage in the vast area of the San Joaquin Valley. 

The fee area in question enjoys the lowest assessed valuation of any agricultural 
area in Kings County. The range of assessment per acre being from $5 to $25. 
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Based on the present assessment formula of 25 percent of true value, this land 
would be worth from $6 to $100 per acre. Approximately 25 percent of the 
19,000 acres of fee land has been improved to the point of production where it 
can be considered an economic unit. It has been the contention of the opposition 
to Naval Air Station Lemoore that the Navy is not offering the farmers enough 
money. On the other hand, it has been found by those who have chosen to 
negotiate with the Navy that they have been treated in a very fair and courteous 
manner. It has also been true that the farmers have, in a great number of 
cases, received more money than they had asked for. 

The Navy has repeatedly stated that they are very willing to reexamine any 
individual appraisal and it is willing and able to increase its offer in specific 
cases. They have also stated they are not trying to get any bargains. They are 
ready to sit down and talk it over. They have stressed the fact that their 
appraisers were available to talk with the appraisers of the Westhaven farm 
group. The farm group has claimed the Navy did not take into. consideration 
the so-called Kings River indenture which provides that water cannot be moved 
out of the Kings River service area. The farm group have been repeatedly 
assured by the Navy that their water rights will not be in jeopardy in any way. 
shape or manner. The supposed hazard to water wells and crops caused by jet 
planes appears to be exaggerated. However, the Navy representatives have 
stated that there are wells and crops in other areas where there are jet planes 
and that no damage has been observed during their years of experience in opera- 
ting in the areas. It was also stated, however, that in the event that there was 
evidence of such damage that the Navy would allow claims for just compensation. 

There has been quite a bit of controversy with regard to mineral rights in the 
easement area. It might be well to mention as a case in point that the Navy 
has repeatedly offered to allow the owners to retain their mineral rights in the 
easement areas, and that they would approve limiting the term of the easement 
for so long as the naval air station would be used for governmental air purposes. 
It was also stated that the Navy would recognize severance to the real estate 
including water wells and that they were perfectly willing to negotiate any 
remaining matters where differences of opinion existed. 

For those owners who cannot agree as to a reasonable price for their property 
the Federal courts are open, and under our Constitution all owners of property, 
corporate or otherwise, are entitled to a fair trial on the issues of value. 

It appears that the 11th hour opposition to the naval air station is strictly a 
matter of money and as such should be handled in a business way, and that failing, 
then by the courts. Emotionalism and personalities should play no part in the 
decision. 

The unqualified acceptance by local, county, and State governmental bodies 
can be expressed best by reviewing the positive action which has been taken 
by these agencies to integrate the proposed Naval Air Station Lemoore into the 
pattern of the general area. Many hours and thousands of dollars have been 
expended to properly plan and thus protect both the people and the Navy. 

The businessmen of Kings, Tulare, and Fresno Counties are able and eager to 
accept the very important role of meeting the offbase needs of the military and 
civilian personnel of Naval Air Station Lemoore and will play willing and compe- 
tent supporting roles in the operation of the station. As a result of their many 
publie contacts, these businessmen know that the overwhelming majority of 
citizens share their feeling in welcoming the Navy and point to the total lack of 
objection to the many official actions of local governments in preparation for 
the station as final proof of public support. 

In these days of international unrest, where the free world is lined up against 
totalitarian ideology, the general public, throughout our Nation is more con- 
cerned over national defense than they are over the profits that any certain 
area may obtain. Since 1776, our military forces have been dedicated to the 
protection of the people of a free nation. Our freedom is the priceless heritage 
which makes America great, and the protection of this priceless heritage is the 
responsibility of the United States Navy as well as the other branches of the 
services. The proponents of Naval Air Station Lemoore have an unquestioned 
faith in the judgment of the United States Navy, and it is this faith that has led 
many thousands of people in the San Joaquin Valley to believe that the Naval 
Air Station Lemoore will best serve the people of the United States in protecting 
our homes and loved ones from any potential enemy. 

Realizing the magnitude of your committee’s responsibility, and the pressing 
demands on your time, I appreciate the fact that you have permitted me the 
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opportunity of presenting the views of us who support the establishing of the 
naval air station at Lemoore. 


Respectfully submitted. 
Cecit G, RuNYON. 


Mr. Belarv. The committee has two major communications from 
those in opposition. One is from Mr. Sidney H. Bierly, general 
manager oF the California Fertilizer Association. I have his letter 
here. 

Senator Srennis. What is his objection ? 

Mr. BeLiev. His objection, sir, is similar to a statement that we 
have from a Mr. Gouden H. Garland, representing the Westhaven 
Farmers Association, to the effect that this is rich agricultural land; 
wondering why it is not possible to establish the base not too much 
farther removed on more arid land; that there is an airspace problem; 
in other words civilian airlines are operating north and south over 
this proposed space. The letters in opposition state the opponent’s 
firm conviction that the Navy will desire additional satellite fields 
therefore complicating the airspace and land acquisition problem. 
Basically, there is no evidence that this is the only land in the area. 
One portion of the complaint in opposition is that the appraised value 
as indicated by naval appraisers is insufficient to acquire the land. 

I think the figures are $170 per acre, and one statement that the 
committee has is that some of this property is netting $170 a year. 

(The documents referred to are as follows :) 


Dear SENATOR RuSSELL: After giving the matter full consideration, the board 
of directors of this association has instructed me to advise you and other inter- 
ested parties in Washington and in California of our opposition to the proposal 
now being put forth by the Navy to establish a new jet training base near 
Lemoore, Kings County, Calif. Present plans would effectively remove from 
future agricultural production 20,000 acres of the most productive farmland in 
the State of California. We hasten to assure you that we are in complete sym- 
pathy with a properly conceived program of training for our defense forces. 
We are concerned, however, with the fact that this particular plan would retire 
from agricultural production so much of our best land. We have personal 
knowledge that there is just as suitable a tract of land, also in Kings County, 
devoid of hills or other physical obstacles, but marginal for agricultural produc- 
tion purposes. This large expanse of land lies to the south of Lemoore, and 
much of it has not been developed for farming. The portion of the Navy’s 
requirement for a jet base which has been leveled and placed in argricultural 
production is agriculturally marginal in character, but would support an air- 
base as well as would the area now under consideration in our opinion. 

Rail, highway, water, and utility facilities are as readily available as at the 
Lemoore site. 

We point out that California is one of the fastest growing States in the coun- 
try. California now has about 14 million civilian residents, and in another 20 
years (1977), if the present rate of growth, 475,000 annually, continues un- 
changed, we will have a total of 23% million persons, not counting military 
personnel. The national population will then be more than 200 million. We 
will be hard pressed to discharge our food and fiber production responsibilities 
toward maintaining this large national population even without loss of a single 
productive acre of our rich California land. 

We respectfully urge that your influence be directed toward diversion of the 
proposed Lemoore project to the area in southern Kings County which we men- 
tioned earlier, leaving the highly fertile land now under consideration for future 
vital farm crop production. 

Sincerely, 


Srpney H. Brerriy, General Manager. 
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STATEMENT OF GoRDON GARLAND, WESTHAVEN, CALIF. 


Chairman Vinson and members of your committee, please accept my thanks for 
the opportunity of presenting this statement with regard to the proposed Lemoore 
Naval Air Station. My name is Gordon Garland and I am a resident of Tulare 
County, Calif. I am representing the Westhaven Farmers Association, com- 
posed of over 60 owners and operators of land in the proposed Lemoore location, 
the San Joaquin Valley District Wool Growers Association, Agricultural Air- 
craft Association, a statewide association of crop dusters and the Committee for 
Community Protection, with over 750 signed members. I wish to emphasize 
that we are not opposing the naval air station for the Navy in the San Joaquin 
Valley or elsewhere. We are opposing the establishment of such a base on rich 
agricultural land and surrounded by rich agricultural land when nonproductive 
land is available and suitable. By rich agricultural land we mean land capable 
of producing over 2 bales of cotton, 2 tons of barley, 1,000 pounds of alfalfa seed 
per acre. 

This proposed site not only removes a big tract of land from crop production 
but removes big areas of airspace from use by other planes. Many crops in this 
area require application of insecticides by airplanes, locally known as crop dust- 
ing. Every pilot engaged in crop dusting insists this necessary job will be more 
difficult, more expensive and more hazardous in the entire area if this airbase 
is located at the proposed Lemoore site. We have signed statements from the 
most experienced crop-dusting pilots confirming this. 

The proposed Lemoore base is designed for operation of high powered aircraft 
and for operation of faster and heavier aircraft in the future. We have informa- 
tion that the Navy is seeking fuel that will fly a plane farther with the same 
weight of fuel. We understand a fuel has been developed in the laboratories 
that pound for pound will fly a jet twice as far as the fuel now being used. The 
fumes from this fuel are so toxic that all vegetation will be destroyed and the 
fuel can only be tested in the desert. We submit that the scientific progress in 
aircraft engines and fuels is so fantastic that no one in the Navy can prophesy 
then what will be flying from this base 5 years from now or what type of fuel 
will be propelling whatever may fly. 

In case No. 1277 before the Los Angeles Regional Air Space Subcommittee un- 
der date of August 14, 1956, the Navy. member emphasized that neither he nor 
anyone else could forecast future plans for NAS Lemoore, or any other facility. 
This means the Navy is establishing a large airbase on rich agricultural land 
and probably will need additional land for expansion. This land for expansion 
must come out of agriculture as the base is completely surrounded by agricul- 
ture. It is located in the heart of hundreds of thousands of acres of rich agri- 
cultural land. The Navy will undoubtedly need more airspace and this will 
further hamper or prevent crop production in that area. The Air Transport Asso- 
ciation and the Airline Pilots Association oppose this location. 

This location is undesirable from a tax standpoint. Some of the land com- 
prising this site is just coming out of the development stage into full production. 
The location of this base on this land will not only materially reduce the present 
and future State and county tax rolls but, in my opinion, within a period of 
5 years will deny the Federal Treasury more than $1.million per year income 
tax that would come from this area if left in agriculture. 

We believe the ability of the American farmer to continuously produce a 
surplus of food and fiber contributes greatly to the strength of this Nation. We 
have seen no evidence that this is the only tract of land which will serve the 
Navy’s purpose, and we believe the Navy is rendering a disservice to itself and 
to all the Nation by forcing this base on this location. 

Of necessity the Westhaven Farmers Association has to take a primary and 
a secondary position. Our secondary position is that now if the Navy, with 
little or no knowledge of agricultural problems, is going to disregard the advice 
und warnings of experienced agriculturists and insist on this location, then we 
a: that we are entitled to a fair remuneration for the property taken away 

rom us. 

A fair remuneration has not been offered. It is the Navy’s position that if 
the owner is dissatisfied with the Navy’s offer, then the owner can have the price 
of the property fixed in court through condemnation proceedings. We contend 
that the forcing of landowners and leaseholders involved in this land acquisition 


hint li in me. 


IL YN LIT TIES 








598 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


program into condemnation proceedings may prove a miscarriage of justice 
in the case of the leaseholder and the small landowner because of the costs in- 
volved. It will represent an abuse of the exercise of the power of eminent 
domain unless a fair compensation for the losses suffered is first offered to these 
people. 

In support of our contention that prices offered have not been fair, we call 
attention to the following conditions: 

1. Cotton allotment: The Navy at first stated that no valuation had been in- 
cluded in the appraisal for cotton allotment and later qualified that statement. 
The fact remains that in some instances the soil bank will pay more for 1 year’s 
rental than the Navy offers for fee title to the land. The farmer feels that if 
he is going to be dispossessed against his will, that he should have the option 
of moving this cotton allotment to any other land he now owns or may acquire 
in 1 year, or receiving full value of the cotton allotment in the appraisal of his 
property. 

2. Mineral rights: For the fee title to the mineral rights on this land the Navy 
offers $5 per acre. The Stanford Research Institute values the mineral rights at 
$25 to $75 per acre. The Texas Co. is drilling a deep test well nearby and is now 
drilling and testing at a depth of over 12,000 feet. The Texas Co. will spend more 
money on this one deep test than the Navy offers for all the mineral rights of 
the land involved. Land in the area is under lease and is continuously being 
leased at a cash rental of $5 or more per acre per year plus a royalty if production 
is obtained. Some of the owners believe the mineral rights alone are worth over 
half the amount the Navy offers for fee title to the mineral rights and the land. 

3. Water well field: The land being taken by the Navy is known to be located 
on some of the best water-bearing land in that entire area. In an irrigated area 
the ability to produce water in large quantities at a relatively cheap price has 
tremendous value, and this value has not received proper recognition in the 
Navy’s appraisal of the land. 

4. Lease holder losses: Many farmers now have leased land that they have 
operated for a long period of years and they have improved to a high state of 
productivity and they look forward with confidence to enjoying the use of 
this leased land for an almost indefinite period. In many instances this leased 
land is irrigated by water developed on land owned by the lessee. The loss of 
these leases is real and the amount of the loss is unquestionably a very sub- 
Stantial figure. We are unable to find this factor reflected in the offer either 
to the landowner of this or the tenant. 

5. Easement purehases: There is no better illustration of the failure of the 
Navy to offer fair value for this property than their offer for mineral rights 
and easement purchases. The easement purchases fixes four limitations on the 
land: 

(a) The Navy acquires perpetual rights to all airspace above the land. 
(b) The land is perpetually limited to agricultural purposes. 

(c) Buildings are perpetually limited to a height of 25 feet. 

(d) The land is perpetually nonhabitable. 

For this the Navy offers $10 per acre. The best informed people in this terri- 
tory as to agricultural values have told us they would not allow one of their 
clients to purchase land with these limitations attached to it. They place a 
value on these limitations in excess of one-half the full value of the land. The 
farmer is fearful that he cannot farm the easement land and requests that the 
contract provide the Navy at the farmer’s election, must purchase the land 
within 3 years after flying operations begin. 

This is not a ease where the rule of willing buyer and willing seller applies. 
It is the case where the farmer is being dispossessed of his land against his 
will and for no valid reason that the Navy has made public. In such a case 
simple justice requires that the farmer be paid in amount that will allow him 
to go into business elsewhere on a basis approximately equal to the farming 
business in which he is now engaged. 


SupPLEMENTAL STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO THE ACQUISITION BY THE NAVY OF 
THE LEMOORE JET AIRBASE IN CALIFORNIA 


A few days ago we presented our statement in opposition to the Navy’s acquisi- 
tion of the proposed Lemoore Airbase site in California. When we presented our 
statement, we were obliged to do so in writing because of a conflict in time per- 
taining to proceedings before the California Legislature. We were informed that 
it would be possible for us to submit a supplemental statement at this later date. 
This we are doing herewith, and we sincerely appreciate the opportunity to do so. 
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In our first statement we stressed our opposition to the location of a Navy 
jet airbase at the proposed Lemoore site. The basis of our opposition was then, 
and still is, that we believe it unwise, extravagant, and unnecessary to deprive 
us of our farmlands of such extraordinary productivity and made even more 
valuable by the recognized oil and gas potential of the mineral rights with which 
they are underlaid. 

In our statement we also made clear both our desire and our willingness to aid 
the Navy in every way possible to find a satisfactory site elsewhere. 

Our search for such has been thorough, sincere, and incessant. We have suc- 
ceeded in locating several sites, all of which are more logical when measured 
by our standard of excellence, to wit : 

(a) Savings to the Government of many millions of dollars; 

(b) Sites not subject to long periods of being fogbound when flying is 
rendered impossible, as is the case with the Lemoore site ; 

(c) Less congestion of established airlanes ; 

(d) Lands either not suitable at all or much less suitable for farming: 

(e) Locations more isolated so that less interference and disruption of 
established economy will result. 

In doing our research on this problem, we naturally turned to Government 
lands. Government lands, naturally, are less valuable and much less utilized 
than the rich farmlands such as those which comprise the proposed jet base at 
the Lemoore site. 

To our amazement, we find, on examination of the testimony produced before 
the Senate and House Committees on Interior and Insular Affairs, that literally 
millions of acres of public lands are available and already under control of the 
military. 

Many of these sites, such as the Nellis Tonopah or the Fallon, Nev., sites, offer 
ideal weather for flying—365 days per year, as compared to the Lemoore site, 
which is fogbound for weeks at a time when no flying is possible. Testimony 
above-referred to reveals that 2 million acres are available in the Nellis Tonopah 
site alone. It is impossible for us to understand why the Navy cannot use either 
the Nellis Tonopah site, or the vast acreage at Fallon, Nev., where they are al- 
ready located. 

If there is a necesSary reason, however, for having this jet base located in 
California, then the ideal site world be the 400,000-acre area at Twentynine 
’alms, which the Navy now has under its control and jurisdiction. At the 
Twentynine Palms site day and night flying conditions are unexcelled. Thinking 
in terms of security and defense, this site is very close to Los Angeles, San 
Diego, and as jets fly, San Francisco. 

The economy of the desert area would be benefited by the location as compared 
to the extravagant, unwise, unnecessary, and expensive waste that would result 
from disruption of the established farm economy at the Lemoore site. 

Being careful and thorough in our efforts, however, to do everything possible 
to prevent the Navy from taking our valuable farmlands and our mineral rights 
(which we do not want to sell even at $1,000 per acre) at the Lemoore site, 
we have located another site, which we call the Hacienda site. The Hacienda 
site is located very near the Lemoore site, being just some 30 miles removed. 

Again, in accordance with our standards of excellence for lands for base pur- 
poses, the Hacienda site measures up much more advantageously than the 
Lemoore site for several reasons, to wit: 

(1) Flying conditions are good at the Hacienda site when Lemoore gets fog- 
bound. 

(2) The lands at Hacienda are worthless for crops and are used only for 
sheep pasture. 

(3) The lands are held in large ownerships, and we are prepared to offer 
some 27,000 acres to the Navy through 2 different owners, and we are prepared 
to offer options on this vast acreage for not to exceed $100 per acre. 

(4) There is a vast amount of land of like quality and value which can be 
had for future expansion, if needed. 

(5) Underground water conditions provide a much more adequate supply of 
better quality water at a lower pumping head, at much less cost than water 
supplies at the Lemoore site. 

(6) Santa Fe rail facilities are available in close proximity to the two large 
parcels above referred to. 

(7) Highway facilities are available and adequate. 

(8) This site is in close proximity to the city of Wasco in Kern County, to 
the city of Corcoran in Kings County, and to Alpaugh in Tulare County. It is 
Within easy driving range of the larger city of Bakersfield in Kern County. 








600 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


(9) The location of the base at this site would interfere less with the estab- 
lished commercial airlanes. 

(10) Commercial operators of planes for seeding and for insect-pest control 
of farm crops inform us that there would be much less interference with their 
operations than would be the case at Lemoore. 

It is difficult, almost to the point of being impossible, for us to understand 
why the Navy must locate a jet airbase in this particular area of California. 
We are further confused when facts revealed before the Senate and House 
Committees on Interior and Insular Affairs prove that the Government already 
owns 47 million acres in California, and in excess of 5 million acres of this be- 
longs to the military branch of the Government. We are compelled to believe 
that since both Houses of the Congress have indicated so clearly their opposi- 
tion to this gigantic land grabbing of public domain on the part of the military, 
that they are now turning their attention to the acquisition of privately owned 
lands in order to incur less ill will and wrath on the part of our Senators and 
Congressmen. 

We are also compelled to explore the probability that among the prerequisites 
for satisfactory military locations may be their close proximity to the Propeller 
Club, Top of the Mark, the Golden Gate Yacht Club in San Francisco, the 
glamour of night life in Hollywood, or the gay society of Pebble Beach, with 
its extraordinary array of social events and world-renowned golf courses. 

When we think in realistic terms of security and national defense, we are 
forced to state that except, and unless, there is some reason or arrangement 
whereby the enemy would not attack when the jet base at Lemoore was fog- 
bound, then certainly the location of the jet base at this site leaves not only much 
to be desired but suggests a more careful study and evaluation of the reasons 
for the proposed naval installation at this point. 

On the basis of hard, realistic economics, if the Navy must have 32,000 acres 
in the San Joaquin Valley, we hold that the American taxpayer is entitled to 
know the real reasons why the $100-per-acre land at the Hacienda site is not 
just as good as the $1,000-per-acre land (which we do not want to sell to the 
Navy) at the Lemoore site. According to our arithmetic, the savings to the 
American taxpayers would be the huge sum of $30 million for land acquisition 
alone. Add to this the more abundant supply of cheaper and better water, the 
inestimable value of better flying weather, and the tremendous savings to farm- 
ers in the adjacent areas, and we believe the savings will run into hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 

Certainly before this extravagant waste is indulged in by the Navy there 
should be a thorough and complete examination and evaluation of all the naval 
holdings in California. This should be done to make certain that the Navy 
does not already have suitable lands for jet airbases. To date, this has not been 
done, and on the basis of meager examination of their land inventory, we have 
every reason to believe that the Navy may presently hold adequate and suitable 
lands for this purpose. 

In conclusion, we suggest also that the wasteful and extravagant expenditure 
in excess of $150 million proposed by the Navy at the Lemoore site could well 
be examined by Senator Byrd, of Virginia, in connection with his study of the 
cause of inflation and his seeking of ways and means of doing something to 
correct it. 

We wish to emphasize again our expensive and very productive lands in the 
Lemoore base area are not for sale (even at $1,000 per acre). We are not desirous 
of, nor are we trying to force the Navy to pay a high price for our lands. 

Our prayer is a short and simple one. We want the Navy to go away and let 
our farms and our economy alone. 

We hope and trust that the Senate Armed Services Subcommittee, under the 
chairmanship of Senator Stennis, will understand our problem and grant our 
prayer. 


Senator Srennts. This is a complete new start. 

Mr. BeLirev. Yes, sir. The committee authorized that last year. 
This year’s bill includes those things which are required if the base 
is to be an operational base, taxiways, and so forth. Some of the 
land has mineral rights and certain possible water problems. In 
niy opinion the Department of the Navy’s position would be probably 
quite parallel to those who are proponents of the establishment of the 
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base. We have for the record rather detailed statements from the 
gentleman who couldn’t get here. I thought perhaps the Navy might 
jike to discuss the reasons for the base and I understand the Navy 
has moved the base once in an attempt to get less valuable land. 

Senator Srennts. Who is familiar with the land, who has per- 
sonal knowledge of it and also some knowledge of this base! 

Captain Aires. Mr. Tiencken. 

Mr. Trencken. I have no personal knowledge. I have never been 
to this site. I have the material that has been furnished us in the 
investigation that has been made. 

I wouid like to point out that the original site 

Senator Srennis. | wasn’t going to call on you for this. 

Mr. Trencken. We can brief this thing. Briefly, the original site 
was at this point here [indicating on chart], and the people that are 
now in opposition advised us that this was relatively fertile land and 
we ought to move the station; that if we could do so, conveniently, it 
would help their agricultural situation. So we investigated and 
found that by shifting the station some 6 miles to the east, we got out 
of the better agricultural area into a poorer grade area so we now 
plan the station ‘that w ay. 

I would like to turn this sheet of the chart over. I can outline it 
to you. The area in blue which covered the major portion of it was 
listed as rather difficult working land. The area in green was the 
easy to work and moderately productive property. The area in red 
was rather difficult working and very low productivity and as you can 

see the area that the station now occupies is the area in red. As you 

go farther east the land improves. We have tried to put the station 
in the lowest grade agricultural land. These maps are prepared from 
information developed by the Department of Agriculture and the 
University of California, so we think that as far as the objection to 
high-grade and low-grade agricultural land, we have moved it into 
the right location. 

There has been some indic ation that it could have gone south. We 
run into the problem by going south the closest possible site to the 
south is low area, not capable of e: isy drainage and so forth and would 
make construction very difficult. 

Farther to the south you run into oilfields. The geological report 
on this location indicates there is very little likelihood of oil in this 
particular area. There is some to the north and to the south but this 
‘urea seems to be relatively free according to a geological survey, a 
commercial survey by geologists on the probability of oil, so that we 

feel that we have pic ‘ked the area in the vic inity of Lemoore which is 
best suitable for our job and takes into consideration the local agricul- 
tural possibilities of the area. 

Mr. BeLiev. How many people would be moved? How many 
people live on the land now ? 

Mr. Trencken. There are only three resident owners on the prop- 
erty. 

Senator Stennis. Is that correct now? 

Commander Marry. There are about 90 according to the previous 
report. 

Mr. Trencken. Ownership or residents? 

Commander Matry. Residents. 
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Senator Stennis. All right, let’s just start over. We can’t pass on 
that. The conflicting evidence ranges from 3 to 90. We don’t have 
time to go back now. Any other points you want to make about it? 
What is that white and red line there? 

Mr. Trencken. This land area is difficult working but has moderate 
productivity. If we had gone farther east we would have run into 
a better grade of property. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Any other points you want to make? 

We need the full facts on how many persons will be displaced from 
their homes. 

Mr. Tiencken. I can furnish that for the record. I have here that 
there are three actual owners but there are some tenants that live on the 
property. 

Senator Srennis. I want to know the number of human beings, 
that is what counts. 

Mr. Trencken. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Any other points about this, gentlemen? 

Thank you very much. 

Anything else? Do you want to say anything in response to the 
questions the colonel has raised ? 

Admiral Davis. This is an extremely important and vital instal- 
lation for our whole planning on the west coast. 

Senator Srennis. What will you do with it, Admiral ? 

Admiral Davis. To get the jets out of Moffett which are causing 
a lot of trouble, whic h is in lower San Francisco Bay. And the re- 
allocation of our squadrons and the access to the gunnery areas in the 
back country, it is necessary that we settle on a fixed program so all 
of our base planning can be made into one unified plan. 

Senator STENNis. You say get the jets out of Moffett, that means 
take them out of there altogether, all jets ? 

Admiral Davis. I can’t answer that categorically and say there 
will be no jets in Moffett but the present fleet jets are scheduled to 
move from Moffett to Lemoore. 

Senator Srennis. This says: 

To provide facilities to support regular operations of fleet carrier aircraft 


Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. We want to get them out of Moffett. 

Senator Stennis. You mean they are there for storage ? 

Admiral Davis. They are there for operation. 

Senator Srennis. I thought there were no new starts in this pro- 
gram. 

Admiral Davis. This is not a new start. It was previously au- 
thorized and we are going ahead with the plans. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman, I can correct that record right 
now. There are 3 owner residents and 2 tenant families, a total of 
14 persons that live on the area, there are 130 migrant farmworkers 
living in farm-labor-type dwellings. 

Senator Srennis. They are farmworkers living in farm dwellings. 

Mr. TrencKENn. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. All mght. How many acres are involved? I 
don’t believe we showed that in the record. 

Mr. Trencxen. There were 19,791 acres of fee and 11,751 acres of 
flight clearance property and I would like to point out that the 
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flight clearance property is to the western side, which approaches 
the better land and will continue to be allowed to be farmed so that 
it will not hurt the farming economy of the community. 

Senator Stennis. Why does it take so much land, 19,000 acres? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is to preserve the safety of the pilots that 
fly around the area. They require that distance from the airfield 
in their flight patterns so as to provide a clear flight for the pilots 
in the air at the same time to avoid the build- 
ing up of structures and people in the areas around there and to 
endanger the people on the ground as well as the pilots in the air. 

Senator Srennis. That is 30 square miles, [ mean, 19,000 acres, 
and then in addition you get 11,000 for flight clearance. ‘That is 
30,000 acres in all that you have there, where the flight is clear. 

That would be a little less than 50 square miles. That is almost a 
strip 5 miles wide and 10 miles long. I just can’t conceive of that 
being necessary for the operation of this, gentlemen. 

Admiral Coorer. Mr. Chairman, the problems we are facing in so 
many of our fields now where we are jeopardizing hundreds of mil- 
lions of dollars of previous installations because of the buildup around 
those stations, is such that we would be very remiss, I think, in our 
duty to the Congress to ask for something less and then have to come 
along later and say we want more because we need more and the costs 
will go up, I could only wish that eur predecessors 15 or 20 years ago 
had more foresight, and we wouldn’t have the problems we face in 
Hlinois, in Mrs. Chureh’s area, and Senator Dirksen, in Ev yranston, in 
Long Island, and in many other places where we are seriously endan- 
gering our ability to carry on our mission. 

Mr. BeLarv. Is this w hy you are leaving ? 

Admiral Coorrr. That is one of the primary reasons we are building 
this base, in the first place, because there was insufficient land at 
Moffett. 

Senator Srennis. Quite a problem. 

Captain Sancer. There were two points in the opposition that were 
not covered; one is, there is an airspace problem. There is no airspace 
problem at Lemoore. This case was decided last August on the re- 
gional level of the airspace-use panel of the Air ¢ ‘coordinating Com- 
mittee, and the airspace around Lemoore was approved last summer. 

There was one other point brought up in the opposition there, that 
we would require satellite fields. There is no planning for any satel- 
lite field. We foresee no need for any other except « rows Landing, 
which is now in use for Moffett and Alameda squadrons. 

Mr. BeLirv. The committee has certain letters in opposition from 
the Airline Pilots Association, I believe out there. Would that be 
based on airspace / ; 

Captain Sancer. That could only be based on an airspace issue. 
But the airspace for Lemoore has been approved by the Airspace 
Panel of the Air Coordinating Committee. That is composed of the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration, the Army, Air Force, Navy, and 
CAB. It is alreddy approved, and the Air Transport Association 
and Airline Pilots Association had an opportunity to make their 
objections known and have probably done so at the time the oe e 
around Lemoore was up for consideration, It was approved last yea 

Mr. BeLiev. Was it—what is the value of the mineral rights? 











604 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Mr. Trencxen. The geological report indicates $3 to $10 an acre for 
the mineral rights. 

Senator Stennis. What will that land cost you out there? 

Mr. Trencken. The appraised value out there is $150 an acre for the 
fee area and $71 an acre for the easement area. The additional costs 
that are involved in here are road relocations and others which bring 
it up toa total average cost of about $243 an acre. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Jackson, this is an item here at Lemoore, 
Calif; it involves the first rea] installment of line authorizations of a 
rather healthy sum here, $30 million. It calls for acquisition of 19,000 
in fee and 11,000 additional acres in flight clearance. The main thing 
is they want to get the jet planes out of Moffett. 

We haven’t been spending a lot of money to take care of those jet 
planes down at Moffett, have we, Admiral ? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What are the runways at Moffett? What are the 
length at Moffett of the runways? 

Mr. Hanasury. 8,000 feet. 

Senator Jackson. The blimps are all out of there? 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You have the old hangars. 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Is this a training center? 

Admiral Cooper. Lemoore will be for fleet operation squadrons, 
It corresponds to Miramar and Oceana Field. 

Senator Jackson. They come from the fleet, they are based there, 
and then go out to the fleet and come back ? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes. 

Captain Aites. We expect to base 395 fleet aircraft at this field. 

Senator Jackson, Is there a field at Lemoore now ? 

Mr. Hanasvry. There is an old Army Air Corps base training field 
with a mat kind of arrangement. It was used during World War IT. 

Senator Jackson. The runways are 5,000 feet. 

Mr. Hanapvry. No, it is a mat type—about 3,000 feet long. 

Mr. TrencKen. Our valuation figures are based on two private 
appraisals. 

Senator Srennis. We don’t put those in the record. 

Admiral Davis. That was in answer to the statement that this was 
the Navy’s appraiser. 

Mr. BeLiev. Of the total 32,000 acres, how much are rich farm- 
land? 

Mr. TrencKen. The green area on the chart shows the best farm- 
land. The red striped area is moderate productivity and it just covers 
this portion right here. This is the boundary. The red is the poorest 
grade that is shown. As you can see the outline of the station covers 
substantially the red area. 

Mr. BeLrev. Isn’t there a numerical index on agricultural pro- 
ductive land? Could you say that 10 percent was bad land and 90 
percent was good land or vice versa ? 

Mr. Tiencken. In looking at the chart I would say over 90 percent 
was the poorest land, the remaining 10 percent would be in the 
medium grade and no high-grade land. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have anything else? 
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Mr. BeLrev. Just one question. One of the letters in opposition 
points out the possibility of increasing the smog in that area and also 
says that the use of solid boron compound for jet fuel causes poison- 
ous conditions in the air. This might be apropos of all naval airbases 
and I wondered if you wanted to elaborate on that for the committee / 

Admiral Coorrer. I would say the question is rather in the future 
and that I doubt if we are technically qualified to rebut it. I can’t 
imagine the amount of flying there will increase the smog. The 
general use of boron compounds as fuel are quite some distance 
away. Should such a situation exist, we would have to find methods 
to solve it. | 
Mr. BeLrev. That situation will be common to every airbase. 
Admiral Coorrer. That situation will be common to every airbase, 
will apply to every airbase in the United States Air Force as well. 
Senator STENNis. Senator Jackson, do you have anything more? 
Senator Jackson. I presume this question has been asked. I take 
it you reviewed other possible locations ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. : 

Senator Jackson. And you have not been able to take over an exist- 
ing facility that would meet your requirements ? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. This site was chosen after an extensive 
study by both commercial and our own people. 

Senator Stennts. We gave them a $10 million authorization last 
year. They have changed the location of the land once and improved 
on that. I think the price of the land pretty well proves the case ; $150 
an acre, 

Senator Jackson. That is quite reasonable. 

Senator STENNIs. It shows it is not high-priced land. 

Captain Arrs. That is irrigated land. 

Senator Jackson. That is pretty cheap irrigated land. 

Mr. BeLtev. Is there oil drilling on this land, or adjacent thereto? 

Commander Matey. No, sir, there is none now. There have been 
some 11 test wells put down in this area by 7 different oil companies 
and they have found no oil and have stopped drilling. 

Mr. BeLirv. What is the average rental fee given to the landowner 
now by the oil company ? 

Mr. Trencken. The present rental of mineral rights in the northern 
part of the site is $5 per acre per year. This is a speculative rental 
figure paid only while investigations of oil possibilities are underway. 
The oil companies are now terminating these leases. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Without objection we will turn over 
to Jacksonville. 


me 
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NAVAL AUXILIARY AIR STATION, MAYPORT, FLA. 


Captain Ares. The next project is for naval auxiliary air station, 
Mayport, Fla., an auxiliary to naval air station, Jacksonville, for a 
total of $384,000. The project includes three line items, a TACAN— 
$39,000; an optical landing system—$160,000; and a guided-missile 
support facility—$185,000. Each of these is similar to previously 
justified line items. 

Senator Stennis. You just have three regular items on page 117. 

Senator Jackson. Those are routine items. We have examined all 
those, haven’t we? 
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Captain Atnrs. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. All right, suppose we go to the next one. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, MIRAMAR, CALIF, 


Captain Aires. The project at naval air station, Miramar, Calif., 
is for 2 line items at a total cost of $3,401,000. The line items are 
also similar to others previously justified. The first item is for ex- 
tension of an east-west 8,000-foot-long runway and taxiway to 12,000 
feet, plus provision of field lighting facilities, utilities and site im- 
provement for $3,271,000. The second item is for an optical landing 
system at $130,000. 

There is an amendment in the previous authorization for flight 
path clearance and guided-missile facility, increasing that from $8,- 
835,000 to $11,040,000, which Colonel BeLieu asked us to bring up as 
we covered each station. That is for a $2,205,000 increase. 

Senator STENNIS. I believe this is the place that I was told there 
was already enough concrete pavement to build a two-lane road a 
hundred miles along; is that place ? 

Captain Artes. Miramar. 

Senator STENNIS. Somewhere that I went in California they wanted 
additional runways and aprons and so forth, and I asked how much 
they had now and we figured it out enough to build a road a hundred 
miles long, two lanes, paved highway. 

Mr. BeLirev. I have forgotten which base. Captain Sanger was 
with us; he may remember. 

Senator Stennis. The captain may not have given us the figure. 
I have it. Why are you extending the runway ? 

Admiral Coorrr. This is for the 10,000-foot standard. We have 
justified the need of the longer rnnways previously. 

Senator STENNIs. You have these jet planes in there already? 

Admiral Cooper. Yes, sir. 

Senator STeNNis. Anything else, Senator Jackson? 

Senator Jackson. No. 

Senator STennts. Next. item? 


NAVAL AIR STATION, NORFOLK, VA. 


Captain Airs. The next project has 2 line items for a total of 
$5,467,000 at the naval air station, Norfolk, Va. 

The first item is the familiar TACAN at $39,000. The second item 
is for construction of a pneumatics overhaul and test facility at the 
estimated cost of $5,428,000. This is the seaport-industrial station 
of the Oceana Master Jet Complex. The present day aircraft has 
130 pneumatic equipments or components that need periodic overhaul 
and test. It is estimated that during the next 2 years this number will 
more than double. No commercial firms are equipped to perform 
this maintenance operation. Because of the lack of adequate facili- 
ties the Navy is able to do the work in piecemeal fashion and many 
items of equipment are replaced from stock because they cannot now 
be overhauled. Cockpit air-conditioning units, air-turbine motors and 
pumps, superchargers, heat exchangers are examples of the equip- 
ment in this category. 

This is to make possible the overhaul and reuse of this equipment 
rather than having to replace it with new equipment every time. 
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Mr. BeLrev. You have no facility of this nature now / 

Captain Ames. No. 

Mr. BeLiev. Is this required because of the new type aircraft. with 
the pneumatic system 4 

Captain Ames. Yes. In addition, this poenmatio equipment is 
throughout the aircraft. Now we have some 130 equipments or com- 
ponents of this type and it 1s anticipated that it will be more than 
cioubled in the next few years. 

Mr. BeLrev. What does this pneumatic equipment do? 

Captain Armxs. Some are used for cockpit air conditioning, for air 
turbine motors for pumps, superchargers, heat exchangers, various 
types of equipment. 

eeenatoe Srennis. How do you get along without the equipment 
now ¢ 

Admiral Cooper. These are coming in now in large numbers almost 
for the first time, and we are getting ready to take care of these com- 
ponents as the airplane begins to come in for overhaul. 

Mr. BeLiev. I take it the air conditioning is not a luxury item, it is 
necessitated because of the high-speed per formance of the aircraft / 

Admiral Coorrr. That’s right. 

Captain Arzes. In the high altitudes and great speed of the jet 
aircraft a great amount of heat is generated inside the plane. 

Mr. BrLrev. Would it get pretty hot in the cockpit if they didn’t 
have it ? 

Captain Ainrs. Yes, air conditioning and pressurization are used 
at the same time. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is an entire complex. I noticed $1.5 million of 
the total of $5.4 million is for compressors. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Coorrer. That’s right. 

Mr. BeLiev. You have 216 of that for utilities and service. Pile 
foundation is 164,000 ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. It will provide a usable overhaul and test 
facility for these pneumatic facilities. 

Admiral Cooper. The second item is by far the largest item. The 
building itself is relatively insignificant. 

Senator Srennis. All right; pass on to the next one. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, NORTH ISLAND, SAN DIEGO, CALIF. 


Captain Aires. The project at Naval Air Station, North Island, 
San Diego, Calif., is the next project. 

It includes two line items for a total of $7,964,000. One of these 
is the west coast counterpart of the Norfolk line item just diseussed, a 
pneumatics overhaul and test facility estimated to cost $5,470,000. It 
performs the same function as the east coast facility and is as essential 
for overhaul and test of pneumatics parts of aire raft. 

The second line item is “Improvements to the fuel-storage system” 
for $2,494,000. Included in this item will be the construction of 
103,600 barrels (six 13,500-barrel tanks and nineteen 50,000-gallon 
tanks) of fuel storage, 20,000 feet of 12-inch distribution line from 
tank farm F to the 10 carrier moorings and other related facilities. 
This item is required to provide a 15-day supply of aviation fuel for 
aircraft, carriers, and test cells. 
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This is our main loading point in southern California where the 
carriers come in and tie up. They are loaded with aircraft, fuel, and 
other supplies. 

Mr. BeLiev. How many pneumatic overhaul and test facilities do 
you have in this country ? 

Captain Ames. We have none now, but propose to have two, one at 
the east coast and one at the west coast. 

Mr. BeLiev. The fuel-storage system provides the fuel for the 
operating aircraft and support storage tanks aboard carriers ? 

Captain Arxs. It is needed for loading the aircraft and carriers 
principally and for the test cells for engines that are overhauled here. 

Senator Stennis. If there is no question, we will go on to the next 
one. 

NAVAL AIR STATION, OCEANA, VA. 


Captain Aimezs. The naval air station, Oceana, Va., is next. 
This project, totaling $6,975,000, includes 7 line items. Two of these 
are types we have discussed earlier in this presentation. 

One is for runway extension including land acquisition at a cost of 
$4,694,000. An existing southwest-northeast runway is required to 
be extended from 8,000 to 12,000 feet. Related work includes exten- 
sion of the taxiway, marking, lighting, rerouting of drainage ditch, 
relocation of State Highways 615 and 632, and station road, single- 
track railroad and electric powerline, site preparation, acquisition of 
easement over 84 acres of land for flight-path clearance, and fee acqui- 
sition of 580 acres of land required for the proposed runway extension 
and for extension of a northwest-southeast runway in the future. 

Senator Srennis. Will this year complete the runway-extension 
program ¢ 

Captain Atrxs. No, sir. This is a major part of them. But we 
have about 52 to 53 million dollars, in round figures, in the future. 

Senator Stennis. This is all bought about by the jetplanes? 

Captain Ames. By their being jet powered and much heavier, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. How do you get along without them? I thought 
you had gone entirely over to jets with certain exceptions that are 
well recognized. I thought your primary striking power is now in 
jets. Isthat right? 

Captain Arges. Not yet. 

Admiral Coorrr. That is the direction that we are heading, Mr. 
Chairman, but we are in the process of achieving that. I am going 
to give a rough estimate. 

Senator Stennis. I want to get you fixed up with what you need. 
I thought maybe you should ask for more at this time. 

Admiral Coorrer. We are paralleling the construction program with 
the delivery of our new aircraft. 

Senator Jackson. Your carrier-based airplanes are all jets but your 
patrol airplanes—— 

Admiral Coorrr. Are still reciprocating engines. 

Senator Jackson. That is quite a portion of the air fleet. 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes. But the problem that we are facing in the 
runway extension is in the jets. 
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Senator Stennis. You will keep the slower planes? 

Admiral Coorrer. For the indefinite future, yes, sir, we will have 
the larger patrol planes. 

Senator Stennis. As a matter of fact, you can’t patrol much with a 
jetplane? 

Admiral Coorrr. No, sir. The time will come when we can. But 
at the present time we patrol all right with the slower aircraft. In 
some situations in serving and holding down submarines, we are not 
looking for speed. We are looking for long endurance and we can 
get better results with our acetone tan aircraft. 

Captain Airs. The second repetitive type line item is an optical 
landing system for $160,000. * 

The third line item is a photographic laboratory in amount of 
$155,000, Among the requirements for this facility, prompt processing 
and showing of serial gunnery film is essential since gunnery film 
could replace 25 percent of live ammunition gunnery practice at 
considerable savings. 

The first increment of the training building was authorized last year 
in Public Law 968 in amount of $592,000. This year’s increment is for 
$325,000. The facility is required to achieve a progressive training 
program to keep pace with design development in operational military 
aircraft. It is needed to train enlisted technicians on each type of 
major modification to operational aircraft, and to train aviators by 
use of realistic mockups of actual aircraft and by simulating conditions 
and situations which occur in actual flight. 

A jet-engine maintenance shop for $931,000 is required. <A jet en- 
gine must be removed from an aircraft after each 30 to 60 hours of 
flight time and is normally replaced with a locally processed unit. A 
complete check is then made of the removed engine, and the electrical 
and hydraulic system of the aircraft. This requires a production-line 
technique to meet the planned workload of 288 engines per month. 
This item will provide a 48,000 square feet, dust-free shop structure. 
We now have no facility where this work can be done. 

The sixth item is “Utilities and services,” at $203,000. It would 
provide improvement to the telephone system and electrical, steam, and 
water distribution systems to provide these services to the new facili- 
ties not now served or served inadequately, to keep pace with the 
incremental development of this station. 

The final item for this station in this year’s program is for ground 
drainage, including land acquisition in amount of $507,000. The sta- 
tion is ina flat area in which the water table is high and the soil has 
poor water-bearing characteristics. These conditions require that an 
adequate drainage system be provided. New underground drains, 
new clitches and relocation of a portion of the main canal, and elimi- 
nation of certain existing malfunctioning ditches are needed to supple- 
ment the present system. Acquisition of fee interest or easement over 
50 acres of private land for main canal construction is required. 

Senator Stennis. Anything else on that item ? 

Senator Jackson. No. 

Senator Svennis. Go to the next one. 


| 
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NAVAL AIR STATION, QUONSET POINT, R. I. 


Captain Ares. At the naval air station, Quonset Point, R. L., 
there is an urgent requirement for aircraft parking area at the esti- 
mated cost of $882,000. This item is for paving five separate areas 
and includes related drainage, duct work, lighting, and tiedowns. 
Four of the areas totaling 90,000 square yards will be paved with 
vortland cement concrete and one 10,000 square-yard area will be 
emmnioteel pavement, since it is not subject to damage by fuel spillage. 
These areas are now unpaved or have the World War II steel matting 
which has outlived its economical life. Parking areas must be provided 
for 473 aircraft of various types. This isin Narragansett Bay up in 
Newport. We now have approximately 422,500 square yards paved 
aprons and will need about 125,500 square yards of pavement in the 
future after completion of the requested 100,000 square yards. 

This field provides support for regular operation, reconaissance, 
antisubmarines, search and rescue transport, and utility aircraft. 

Senator Stennis. All right, anything farther on that; otherwise we 
will go to the next one. 


NAVAL AUXILIARY LANDING FIELD, SAN CLEMENTE ISLAND, CALIF. 


Captain Aixs. The next project consists of 6 line items for a 
total of $9,448,000. It is at the Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, San 
Clemente Island, Calif., which is about 83 miles west of San Diego. 
The mission of the station is to support and operate a training and 
retraining program for fleet pilots in the delivery of guided missiles 
and to support an occasional carrier air group for fleet training. The 
first increment of this development was authorized last year in Public 
Law 968 in amount of $5 million for preparation of the site. This 
second increment will provide for the orderly development of the 
station and includes: Runway and related lighting and drainage, 
$3,646,000, will provide for construction of a 9,300-foot-long portland- 
cement concrete runway, lighting, and drainage. A longer runway is 
needed, but the length is restricted by the size of the island. 

A taxiway for $2,313,000 parallel to the runway is required for 
access to the runway ends. 

The third item is for aircraft parking apron in an amount of 
$700,000. Like the runway and taxiway, the apron will be con- 
structed of portland-cement concrete. Forty-five thousand square 
yards of paving will be provided at this time, about 50 percent of 
the total requirement. 

The fourth item is for missile-launching area in amount of $111,000. 
This will provide a paved area of 5,200 square yards for launching 
missiles. It will be located about 1,500 feet from the centerline of 
the runway. An earth revetment, approximately 500 feet from the 
launching pad will protect the necessary instrumentation. A 35-foot- 
wide tow-away strip of 12,200 square yards of asphaltic concrete will 
be provided for access to the launching pad. 

The fifth line item is a marginal wharf and ramp at Wilson Cove 
in amount of $744,000. These waterfront facilities are required for 
berthing of the vessels from the mainland which will handle the bulk 
of the shipping needed to support the activity. The marginal wharf 
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will be 650 feet long and the ramp for landing ships will be 50 feet 
wide. 

The final item is “Utilities and services” for $1,934,000. It will 
include a diesel electric generation station, and distribution system, 
telephone system, sewage collection and disposal system, water sys- 
tem, and roads. 

Senator Jackson. Why do they locate it on an island ? 

Captain Aites. This will be the center of our guided-missiles opera- 
tional work. 

Senator Jackson. This is all guided missile. 

Captain Artes. Guided missiles and related work with the fleet 
squadrons, and ships, too. 

Senator Stennis. We will have to get Senator Jackson to go out 
there and look it over. 

Senator Jackson. I wouldn’t mind getting away. 

Captain AiLes. You will find it is a good operation. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Admiral Coorer. And very peaceful at the moment. 

Senator Srennis. Next item. 


NAVAL AIR FACILITY, SOUTH SAN DIEGO BAY, CALIF. 


Captain Ares. The next project in the program is at the “Naval air 
facility, South San Diego Bay, Calif.,” for $6,795,000 for dredging and 
bulkhead. This is the second increment. The first increment was 
authorized last year for $4,500,000. These facilities are required for 
the safe operation of the Navy’s large seaplanes on the west coast. 
The dredging will complete the sealane operating area and the sealane. 
The sealane area will be 20,000 feet long, 2,500 feet wide, and dredged 
toa depth of 13.5 feet. The operating area will have the same depth, 
but will be 5,000 feet by 2,000 feet in size. It will also be necessary 
to dredge a ship channel and turning basin to a depth of 18 feet. 
Dredged material will be placed behind the bulkhead to form new land 
in an area now under Navy control for use by the Navy. 

Senator Srennis. What is this going to cost now? 

Captain Artes. The total project with everything we have had so 
far will run pretty close to $27 million. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson, we had one for the east coast 
over here in North Carolina. We took that up first thing. It is going 
to cost about $30 million. 

Senator Jackson. Seaplane base. 

Senator StTennis. Yes. 

Captain Artes. It is for the Seamaster, sir. One in North Carolina 
and one in lower San Diego Bay. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s pass on to the next one unless there is some- 
thing. 

NAVAL AIR STATION, WHIDBEY ISLAND, WASIT. 


Captain Atmrs. Mr. Chairman, the final project in this group of 
fleet support air stations is at Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, 
Wash., for construction of a runway and acquisition of land for 
$9,433,000. 

This is another one of the longer runways needed to accommodate 
the heavier, faster modern jet aircraft. Our computations indicate 
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the station requires a runway 10,500 feet long. The existing north- 
west-southeast runway of 7,050 feet length, which would normally be 
extended to satisfy this requirement, is not suitable. 

The poor subbase and the existing 6-inch concrete with 2-inch 
asphaltic concrete overlay pavement will not withstand the heavy load 
of the modern aircraft and, if continued in use, would have to be re- 
placed at greater expense. Construction of a new runway on a sound 
subbase is the most economical method of satisfying the require- 
ment. In order to build this runway, 784 acres of land will be 
acquired in fee, the land being adjacent to the existing runway. 

Senator Jackson. I have a few questions on this, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. Certainly. 

Senator Jackson. I have received a number of letters protesting 
the additional land acquisition, therefore I would like to ask some 
questions. 

Has there been a previous extension of the runway / 

Mr. Hanasury. Yes, sir; about 3 or 4 years ago we extended the 
east-west runway. In a sense, we built a new runway. We re- 
oriented it about 5 or 10 degrees and built an 8,000-foot runway 3 years 
ago. 

Senator Jackson. Will you add onto that? 

Mr. Hanasury. No; we have no need, nor immediate plans for 
adding onto that one, sir. 

Senator Jackson. The land that is involved in this acquisition to 
extend the runway to 10,500 feet are most of the owner’s people who 
have moved in since Whidbey Island Air Station was constructed. 

Mr. Hanasvury. I will have to ask Mr. Tiencken that. 

Mr. Trencken. I think it is mixed. Some have moved in and 
some have been there, are the original people. For instance, some 
of the properties down along the southeast here [indicating on chart | 
which is one of the areas to be acquired, are new communities that 
have grown up as a result of the development of Whidbey Island. 
On the other hand, I think some of this area up to the north, the beach 
area, is probably used by old owners. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Jackson. Have you had to relocate the road before? 
Hasn’t that been relocated once? 

Mr. Trencken. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. This is what I am leading up to. I want to be 
very fair with you gentlemen. I am at the other end of the receiving 
part of this thing. What bothers me a little bit is that it has been 
on a kind of a patchwork basis. In other words we have relocated 
the road once. 

Mr. TrenckEeN. When we put the east-west runway in, we inter- 
sected the main north-south highway and we had to relocate it at 
that time. 

Senator Jackson. Now you will have to relocated it again. 

Mr. TrencKEN. Because we are coming across this leg down to the 
southeast and we will have to relocate that. 

Senator Jackson. Didn’t they have some plans then to extend this 
runway to 10,000 feet? I want to be cooperative in every way pos- 
sible, but it gets a little rought here when they asked us a while back 
“Are you going to take any more land” and you said “No.” You see 
it keeps spreading and this is a problem. So I would like to find out 
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how much we spent on the first relocation because of this item now 
for a new relocation. I note the road and utility relocation amounts 
to $67,000. I would also like to have the infor mation with reference 
to the pattern of ownership. If some of these people moved in 
knowing full well that you were going to acquire more land later, 
of course, they are in a little different situation. Do you have an 
overall land acquisition program for Whidbey? Is fis the final 
request for some time / 

(The information requested on the road relocation is as follows :) 

In fiscal year 1952 program an item included for 8,000- by 200-foot runway, 
parking and lighting. This item was included in contract NOy—26305 with other 


items in same program and the prorated costs for pavements item is $808,363 
The runway required relocation of Highway 1—D with cost as follows: 


Federal (Bureau Public Roads, access funds) ~~-__--__----__----__ $737, 858 
State’ Sip tet As ee eS a Se eee 67, 638 
ees iit So) 9 ALAS Eee Bie Felipe ed) OS ia es 0s LL LE 805, 496 


Fiscal year 1958 MCON item for new runway 13-31 requires relocation of 
4,200 linear feet of Highway 1-D again to comply with BUAER new criteria in 
the approach to runway 31 at estimated cost of $55,264. 

Admiral Coorrr. It is the final one for so far as we can see, Senator. 

Senator Jackson. You tie up the northern end of the island really 
because the road will have to go way around. What about the seaplane 
base now, is that out ? 

Are you utilizing the seaplane base at Oak Harbor? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Captain Sancer. In 1958 we have one seaplane squadron planned 
for Whidbey Island on a transient basis. Under long-range plans we 
would plan to have two seaplane squadrons at W hidbey Island. 

Senator Jackson. Would that be seamasters ? 

Captain Sancer. No, sir, conventional patrol seaplanes. 

Senator Jackson. 1 would like to get more than anything else the 
long-range acquisition program. We had an item in here last year in 
connection with some classified items. 

Captain Sancer. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. I presume that of course you have to have ade- 
quate runway in order to carry out the mission, but please supply for 
our files the information regarding the ownership. 

Mr. Tiencken. We can supply the record of the owners and the 
di r we know they procured the properties. 

Captain Artes. We will put a statement in the record as to future 
of Whidbey as we presently see it. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 


STATEMENT ON Future OF NAS Wutrpsey ISLAND 


NAS Whidbey was originally commissioned in 1942 to provide facilities during 
World War II for the training of fleet land and seaplane squadrons of the Pa- 
cific Fleet. 

This activity continued to serve this function following the war, however, 
on a somewhat reduced basis. When the Korean conflict started in 1950, the 
number of aircraft and personnel was increased to meet the need for additional 
patrol squadrons in support of the Navy's mission. 

With the tremendous increase in the complexity, size and weight of aircraft 
and associated equipment developed during this period, it was evident that 
the temporary structures, small hangars, short runways and other limiting 
operational facilities were inadequate to meet the needs of modern ayiation. 
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In order to correct these support deficiencies, a modernization program was 
planned and has progressed gradually to the present time. The progress made 
to date in this program includes construction of permanent facilities consisting 
of two new hangars, an operations building, new barracks, and an 8,000-foot 
northeast southwest concrete runway (8-24). Other facilities are in various 
stages of construction. Future plans call for the phased replacement of some 
of the remaining temporary structures such as the bachelor officer quarters, 
training building, recreation building, etc. 

The 10,000-foot sea level equivalent runway item in the fiscal year 1958 mili- 
tary construction program is urgently required as the final runway of a 2-runway 
system. This runway will be orientated in a northwest southeast direction to 
provide a safe takeoff and landing area in order that flight operations may be 
continued on a 24-hour-a-day basis during the winter months when prevailing 
winds are from the northwest or southeast. Depending on the passage of 
weather fronts, wind velocities from these directions are frequently in excess 
of 40 knots, making cross-wind landings on runway 8—24 extremely dangerous. 

This new runway (31-13) is a replacement item for an existing concrete run- 
way with an asphaltic overlay which is inadequate in length (7,050 feet) and 
load bearing capacity. Due to poor subsoil conditions, repeated landings and 
takeoffs by heayy aircraft have cracked and broken the pavement which are 
tending toward making flight operations habardous. Extensive repairs have 
been made to the southeast end of the runway, however, due to the aforemen- 
tioned conditions, expenditure of additional funds is not warranted. Further, 
the runway cannot be extended due to limiting terrain features on both ends. 

The proposed runway is to be constructed approximately 3,000 feet to the 
northeast of the existing runway (12-30) in the only area where subsoil condi- 
tions are satisfactory. To provide the necessary clearance for the runway, and 
approach zones, it is necessary to acquire 784 acres of privately owned land, 
and to relocate approximately 4,200 feet of State Highway 1-D and utilities 
at a cost of $67,000. Present plans do not envisage land acquisition beyond 
that which is included in this bill. 

The 784 acres of land consists of approximately 60 percent timber lands, 35 
percent agricultural and grazing lands, 3 percent small acreages fronting on 
Puget Sound and 2 percent residential properties. The pattern of ownerships 
is represented in the majority by long-time holdings with a few small parcels 
scattered throughout having been recently acquired for residential dWellings. 

The present and future mission of nayal aviation requires the availability 
of operational facilities as NAS Whidbey Island for basing various fleet aviation 
squadrons of the Pacific Fleet. Recently formed VAH (A8D) squadrons have 
been moved to this station for training. Numerous patrol squadrons, are home- 
ported between deployments to the Far East and Alaskan areas. During the 
squadrons tour at Whidbey intensive training for pilots and aircrews is con- 
ducted in ASW, instruments, gunnery, navigation and reconnaissance. The 
immediate and surrounding training areas are ideal in that Whidbey is some- 
what isolated and consequently flight training is not restricted due to the high 
density commercial and air traffic military which prevails in most other areas. 
Further, the station is in a strategic location for basing long-range reconnais- 
sance and ASW aircraft in support of the Nayy’s mission in the defense of the 
Northwest United States. 

The many advantages which are inherent in the location of NAS Whidbey 
Island insure that the station will continue to operate as a vital activity of the 
Shore Establishment system in support of fleet aviaion. 


Senator Jackson. Yes; if you would. And then also the amount of 
agricultural land as distinguished from nonagricultural. There is 
some resort property located there along the water. 

Mr. Tiencken. That’s right. 

Senator Jackson. You are going to clear out the whole area. 

Mr. Trencken. The end of the runway is right here. It goes right 
through that. 

Senator Jackson. What is the width of that runway ? 

Mr. Hanapury. 200 feet. 

Senator Jackson. This is standard for jets. 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. That’s all. 
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Senator Stennis. You have this down here: “Support fleet avia- 
tion units; serve as a primary aviation supply point.’ 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Does that mean your repair shop overhaul and 
everything ? 

Captain Aites. Not at Whidbey ; no, sir. 

Just for the immediate repair of planes there. 

Senator Stennis. You say fleet support, aviation units. I don’t 
think I know exactly what you mean. 

Admiral Coorrr. It is an operating base. The aviators from there 
do their day-to-day training, live there, and conduct all their fleet 
type of training. 

Senator Jackson. You rotate them in and out, too. 

Admiral Coorer. They have done so in the past but generally they 
have been staying right here. The planes have been permanently 
based there. 

Senator Stennis. Are you through with that one? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. What is the next item ? 


MARINE CORPS AIR STATIONS 
MARINE CORPS AUXILIARY AIR STATION, BEAUFORT, 8. C. 


Captain Aiss. The third group under the continental aviation 
facilities class is Marine Corps air stations. 

There are five projects in this group for a total of $20,083,000. 

The first project is at the Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beau- 
fort, S. C., for $2,632,000. It consists of six line items. The first of 
these is for jet fuel storage at a cost of $180,000. It will provide a 
standard 13,500 barrel steel tank, fuel line, and pumps for storage of 
jet fuel. An additional tankage for 10,500 barrels will be required 
in the future. The fuel must be available for the 151 planes to be 
initially based at Beaufort. 

The second item, Mr. Chairman, is the radar air traffic control center 
at a cost of $817,000. This is essential for control of air traffic since 
the trend of aircraft performance is toward higher speed, higher 
operating altitudes, and shorter endurance when operated at lower 
altitudes. This installation will be capable of controlling traffic within 
a 100-mile radius and can feed 3 aircraft into the final approach 
simultaneously. 

This is important because of the limited fuel reserve in the high 
performance aircraft, because delay in landing them may jeopardize 
not only the costly aircraft, but also the lives of personnel. 

The third line item is the optical landing system for $160,000. 
This is required for the same reasons as previously outlined for a 
similar facility. 

The fourth item is the approach lighting system at a cost of 
$170,000. This involves the installation of a composite approach 
lighting system on the east-west runway, a pattern of fixed beam 
lights so located as to distinctly mark the distances from the end 
of the runway and indicate visually to the pilot the glide position of 
the aircraft from a point 1,500 feet out to the beginning of the landing 
strip. 
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This station will be an all-weather facility and must be equipped 
to handle air traffic consisting of all types of aircraft on an around- 
the-clock basis during all types of weather. 

Restricted visability conditions at Beaufort prevail frequently and 
this lighting system is essential to insure safe landings under adverse 
weather conditions. 

The fifth item, Mr. Chairman, is the operations and control tower at 
the estimated cost of $775,000. This station in the near future, will 
be redesignated a Marine Corps air station. <A total of 236 aircraft 
will operate from this field, in addition to about 50 to 100 transient air- 
craft per day. To properly control these aircraft an operations build- 
ing and control tower are required to provide traffic control, aerology 
data and necessary clearance facilities. This facility is the heart 
of an air station. 

The final line item for this station is the administration building 
at the estimated cost of $530,000. This will be an L-shaped building 
to house the administrative functions of this large station, functions 
which are vital to the smooth operation of any organization. 

Senator Stennis. What about the administration building?  Isn’t 
this the year you could get along with what you have in things of 
that kind? Administration building. That is over a half million 
dollars. 

Captain Armrs. That item will be an L-shaped building to house 
the administrative functions of this large, new station. 

Senator Stennis. I know. I have been in hospitals in my State 
where they have them lying in the corritors and hallways and porches 
and everywhere else. 

Captain Artes. We eventally are going to have 10,000 people at 
this station. 

Senator Srennis. These are sick people. They want an admin- 
istration building down there so they can move these people out and 
rebuild these quarters but they don’t have money. 

Captain Artes. We expect to have 236 marine aircraft based at this 
field. 

Senator Stennis. What are you doing now on this administration 
building? 

Captain Artes. These planes aren’t there at the present time. This 
is an increment in the development of a new station. 

Admiral Cooprr. This is necessary to put the base into operation. It 
isn’t being operated yet. 

Senator Stennis. It is not? 

Admiral Coorrer. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. I thought Beaufort was one of your bases? 

Admiral Cooper. Edenton is operational. Miami is operational 
and as soon as this base is built and becomes operational the Marine 
avaitors will move in from where they are now. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 


MARINE CORPS AIR STATION, CHERRY POINT, N. C. 


Captain Ames. Mr. Chairman, the Marine Corps air station, Cherry 
Point, N. C., the next project in the bill, has 9 line items for a total 
cost of $6,503,000. This is the major Marine air station on the east 
coast, comparing to the Navy master jet field. 
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ee, 433 aircraft will operate from this station, sup- 
ported by about 14,400 personnel. The air Marines provide support 
to the Sarid ground forces; consequently, their organization is dif- 
ferent than the Navy’s. Any one of the Marine air groups must be 
prepared to move out on very short notice in conjunction with their 
counterpart ground force, and the air groups train accordingly and 
require facilities to fit this particular requirement. 

The first line item for Cherry Point is “Access parking area for 
overhaul and repair hangers,” $707,000. This will provide 34,400 
square yards of paving adjacent to the final finish hanger and 21 “400 
square yards adjacent to the flight test and emergency repair hanger. 

The aircraft parking areas around these two structures are integral 
parts of these shop buildings. The aireraft painting, engine strip- 
down and other related work done in these hangers required dust-free 
conditions. The proposed construction will remove the existing dirt 
and dust contamination, improving the operating conditions con- 
siderably. 

The next item is an “Optical landing system” for $160,000. The re- 
quirement for this facility has prev iously been justified and the op- 
eration has been described. 

The third line item is the “Guided missile support facilities” at the 
estimated cost of $400,000. This item is similar in part to the line 
item described for the naval air stations at Alameda and Mayport in 
that the 6,000-square-foot test and checkout building will be provided. 
In addition, other facilities are required at this station, including a 
loading and an unloading, or disposal, apron; a missile assembly build- 
ing; a magazine; utilities and access roads. 

After the missile tests the several parts of the missile—the warhead, 
motor and guidance system—are assembled in the assembly building, 
a reinforced concrete structure located for safety in an isolated area of 
the station. 

Fins and inert sections are also stored in this building. Completed 
missiles and live components are stored in an earth- covered high-ex- 
plosive magazine. The loading area, a 2,450-square-yard concrete 
pad, must be located adjacent to » the main runway at a minimum dis- 
tance from the magazine to facilitate loading and minimize ‘hazards. 

The disposal pad, 400 square yards, is to be located at a remote area 
to permit safe handling of misfired or hang-fired missiles. 

The next item is 1 of 6 in the force aviation and training group area. 
This one is the “Aircraft parking area” for $1,146,000. It is required 
to provide 89,700 square yards of portland cement concrete paving to 
complete the area needed to park the 148 aircraft (including 145 
fighters) assigned to this group, one tactical air group and the 2d 
Marine Wing Headqui arters’ group which operates from this area. 

There are now 74,500 square yards available and 23,800 square yards 
being constructed with a total area required of 188,000 square yards. 

The second item for this area consists of high-speed refueling sta- 
tions for $337,000. This will provide facilities for refueling 8 air- 
craft simultaneously at 4 refueling stations, and related facilities, 
including a 2,500-barrel under round steel day tank and accessories, 
9,000 square yards of taxiway and utilities. 

Fight additional refueling stations are required in the future. Fuel 
consumption rates for modern jet aircraft are from 6 to 8 times that 
of conventional World War IT fighters so that it is necessary to mod- 
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ernize the refueling methods—use of fueling trucks—to keep pace 
with aircraft improvements. 

The next item for this area is “squadron hangars” at the estimated 
cost of $1,719,000. This involves construction of 4 hangars each 135 by 
203 feet in size; including single-store lean-tos along 2 sides of each 
hangar for administrative space, workshops, and storage. One 
hangar is required for each of four squadrons. This permits techni- 
cians to be trained at the squadron level. This is important in the 
Marine Corps organization since each squadron is required to per- 
form squadron level maintenance on the aircraft assigned. 

As these are relatively small hangars, the construction cost com- 
pares favorably with the cost of 1 or 2 larger hangars which would 
provide the same aggregate floor space. 

The next item is “Storage buildings” at a cost of $348,000. This is 
for construction of a 120- by 400-foot group supply warehouse and 
utilities storage building of steel frame and protected metal siding, 
plus an inflammables storage building 25 by 40 feet in size having 
concrete block exterior walls. It is required for stowage of aircraft 
equipment and military personnel basic allowance gear. 

A force aviation and training group must act and operate as a unit, 
since that is the manner in which an operational group would operate 
under combat conditions. An administration building is proposed 
in support of this organization. Its construction is estimated to cost 
$191,000. The proposed building will provide 9,440 square feet of 
space. It will replace quonset huts, the substandard facilities now in 
use for performance of the administrative functions in the area. 

Mr. Chairman, the last item for this station is the “Utilities and 
services” needed to make the other proposed structures usable. These 
facilities, estimated to cost. $1,495,000, will provide for site prepara- 
tion, systems for electrical distribution and street lighting, steam dis- 
tribution extension and water distribution, sewer mains, roads, walks 
and parking areas, ground drainage and fire-alarm system. Some 
utilities now exist in the area but are of a temporary nature and must 
be replaced. 

Mr. BeLrev. I notice that the administration building will cost 
$132,000, and the furniture will cost $19,000. Is this an appropriate 
item for a construction bill ? 

Captain Aters. These items are necessary to make the building 
usable. They are chairs and desks for this building. 

Mr. BeLiev. That is included in your requested authorization ¢ 

Captain Artes. We have customarily included this type of col- 
lateral in our building cost to make the building usable. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Anything further on that ? 

Senator Jackson. No questions. 

Senator Srennis. Next item. 


MARINE CORPS AIR STATION, EL TORO, CALIF. 


Captain Aites. The Marine Corps air station, El Toro, Calif., is 
next in the program. The project for this station consists of 3 line 
items at a total cost of $3,736,000, El Toro is the west coast counter- 
yart of Cherry Point, and is organized along the same lines. The first 
Has item is the “runway extension” in amount of $3,176,000. The 
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extension, the need for which has already been explained, will lengthen 
the existing 8,000 feet northwest-southeast runway to 10,000 feet, by a 
1,000 feet addition to each end. The work will include excavation, 
fill and grading, taxiway extension, airfield lighting and drainage, re- 
location of the golf course, station roads and utilities and public roads 
and utilities, 

The other two line items for this station are similar to items pre- 
viously described. One is for “optical landing system” at a cost of 
$160,000; and the other is the “guided missile support facility” for 
$400,000, similar to the type justified for Cherry Point. 

Senator Srennis. Any new land? 

Captain Ares. No land acquisition, in this. It is to be on land that 
we presently hold. 

Senator Srennis. Next project. 


MARINE CORPS AUXILIARY AIR STATION, MOJAVE, CALIF. 


Captain Aires. Mr. Chairman, the next project in the program is the 
second increment for the development of the Marine Corps auxiliary 
alr station, Mojave, Calif., at a total cost of $7,080,000, based on the 
plan described in detail to this committee shortly after the conclusion 
of the hearings on the fiscal year 1957 military construction author- 
ization program last summer. This concept would move the station 
operating facilities northeasterly from the present location. It would 
allow sufficient space for the long runways now needed and for the 
flight patterns and minimize intrusion into the community of Mojave. 

The present station is right at the edge of town. This project in- 
cludes four line items. The first and second of these items are types 
previously justified, a TACAN for $39,000 and an optical landing 
system for $160,000. 

The third line item is for utilities and services for $3,600,000. The 
area proposed for this development. is now undeveloped, consequently 
new utilities must be provided. These will include systems for elec- 
trical distribution, hot water heat distribution, sewage collection and 
treatment, water storage and distribution and drainage, and roads, 
walks, and parking areas. 

The fourth-line item is land acquisition and easements for flight- 
path clearance in amount of $3,281,000. To avoid difficulties that have 
restricted necessary development of other important air stations by 
community and industrial encroachment, the Navy requests author- 
ization to acquire the land needed for proper development of this 
station. It includes fee acquisition of 16,010 acres to the east and 
north of the present boundaries and easements for flight-path clear- 
ance over 4,261 acres of land. The proposed boundaries will en- 
compass the field carrier landing practice pattern for the field and 
will provide the necessary space for construction of station personnel 
areas remote from the operational areas to reduce aircraft noise prob- 
lems to a minimum. The layout will eliminate aircraft approaches 
and takeoffs over the town of Mojave. 

Senator Srannis. How far out will this be now? 

Captain Ainks. Sixty-four miles from Bakersfield. 

Bakersfield is 64 miles northwest of this. This is right next to the 
town of Mojave, it is right on the very outskirts of it and the planes 
take off and come in right over the housetops. The runway needs 
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extending and rather than continue the operation right over the town, 
we propose to move the station northeasterly several miles. 
Senator Stennis. Mojave is way out there in the desert almost ? 
Captain Ars. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. We went there, didn’t we? 
Captain Atzs. Yes, sir. 
Senator Stennis. Next one. 


MARINE CORPS AIR FACILITY, NEW RIVER, N. C. 


Captain Ares. The final project in this group under Marine Corps 
air stations is for Marine Corps air facility, New River, N. C., for 
$132,000. This is a helicopter facility in the Marine Corps base, 
Camp Lejeune complex. The first-line item is TACAN for $39,000 
and is required for the same purpose as the TACAN’s previously 
justified for other stations. 

The second-line item, Mr. Chairman, is boiler-plant addition for 
$93,000. This is for addition of a third boiler in the existing central 
heating plant. The plant was originally designed to house 3 boilers 
but now has only 2. Additional buildings requiring heating have 
been constructed since the existing 2 boilers were placed in operation. | 
When the new buildings would have to be heated in addition to the 
existing building the two boilers will be overtaxed and neither one | 
can be shut down for necessary periodic maintenance. The present 
capacity is 25.5 million B. t. u. per hour and with the new buildings | 
in operation, peak demand will be 35.75 million B. t. u. per hour. 

The proposed boiler will add 12.75 million B. t. u. per hour. 

Senator Stennis. What else do you have? 


SPECIAL-PURPOSE AIR STATIONS 


Captain Ares. The fourth and last group, Mr. Chairman, in con- 
tinental aviation facilities is special-purpose air stations. Three proj- 
ects are included in this group for a total of $9,917,000. 


NAVAL AIR DEVELOPMENT CENTER, JOHNSVILLE, PA. 


The first is for naval air development center, Johnsville, Pa., ap- 
proximately 17 miles north of Philadelphia. This center performs 
research, design, development, test, evaluation and special studies in 
several fields of naval aviation. The project for Johnsville is a 
TACAN for $39,000. I have described this previously for several] 
other stations. 

Senator Srennis. Page 186, $39,000 for tactical navigation ? 

Captain Arxs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Go to the next. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, PATUXENT RIVER, MD. 


Captain A1tes. The third project in this group is naval air station, 
Patuxent River, Md., involving 2 line items for a total of $2,209,000. 
The first line item is pavement repairs and seaplane ramp at the esti- 
mated cost of $2,089,000. Facilities are required at this station to 
support the test requirements of the new P6M seaplane. Parking 
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apron, seaplane ramp, and taxiways are required to support an air- 
craft gross weight of 190,000 pounds plus a beaching cradle vehicle of 
about 25,000 pounds and the additional requirements deemed necessary 
for the dynamic loads imposed by taxiing and wind. 

The present facilities are not capable of supporting these loads: 
53,000 square yards of portland cement concrete parking apron will 
be replaced adjacent to hangar 301 and two taxiways will be repaired 
covering 110,000 square yards; and a 100-foot-wide concrete seaplane 
ramp will be conatruetea: In connection with the ramp construction 
the area around the ramp will have to be dredged from the present 
depth to 12 to 15 feet depths to accommodate the movement of the P6M 
seaplane and for engaging the beaching cradle to safely withdraw the 
seaplane from the water. 

The second item is optical landing system for $120,000. The re- 
quirement for this facility has been justified for a number of other 
stations. 

Senator Stennis. Did the pavements give way, or something like 
that ? 

Captain Airs. No, sir. We haven’t been using aircraft of this 
weight. The Seamaster plane, P6M, when it comes there, will have a 
weight much heavier than anything we have ever operated there before, 
and the taxiway, the ramp, and the parking apron have to be strength- 
ened in order to handle those loads. 

Senator Stennis. All right; what is your next one? 


NAVAL AIR MISSILE TEST CENTER, POINT MUGU, CALIF. 


Captain Aires. Gentlemen, this is the final project for the con- 
tinental aviation facilities. It is for naval air missile test center, 
Point Mugu, Calif., at a total cost of $7,669,000. There are four line 
items included in this project, each of which is of a type I have 
previously explained and justified. 

The first line item is “Runway extension and land acquisition,” at 
the estimated cost of $4,190,000. This is for lengthening the south- 
west-northeast runway from 7,500 to 11,100 feet. The taxiway will 
also be extended; airfield lighting will be provided; canals, ditches, 
and utilities will be relocated; and 365 acres of land will be acquired 
in fee to provide sufficient area for the runway and taxiway extension 
and overrun. 

The second line item is similar but is for the satellite field on San 
Nicolas Island. The runway there will be widened from 150 to 200 
feet and lengthened from 8,000 to 10,000 feet. A runway length of 
11,800 feet is required on the island based on its elevation of 500.9 
feet above sea level and mean higliest daily temperature for the hot- 
test month of 77° F. Because topographic conditions limit the run- 
way length to no greater length than 10,000 feet, arresting gear has 
been installed for missile recovery and aircraft use in emergency, 
even though this is not considered a safe and efficient method of 
operation. 

The remaining two line items are repetitive-type items which have 
been explained previously. They are “TACAN” for $39,000 and 
“Optical landing system” for $160,000. 

Senator Stennis. You say this is a naval air missile test center? 

Captain Aries. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Stennis. You don’t have to extend the runways for that ‘ 

Admiral Coorrr. This is a station that operates all of our fleet jets 
in connection with the development and testing of the missiles, so 
that the same requirement exists here that exists at any of our jet 
stations to take the high-performance jet aircraft which are used with 
our Sparrow and Sidewinder missiles that are flight tested and loaded 
at this station. 

Senator Jackson. How many of. these items are being deferred to 
next year’ What cut did you make, in other words, on the reevalua- 
tion of the budget ¢ 

Captain Artes. We started out with about a billion dollars for that, 
in our original review; $700 million was submitted to the Secretary 
of Defense, and it was pared down to what we have here, which is 
about $435 million. 

Senator Jackson. $435 million / 

Captain Ates. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What is the backlog, in other words, of military 
construction after we finish this bill; what will it run 4 

Captain Airs. There is about a billion dollars’ worth of urgent 
items outside of what we are asking for this year that have been 
submitted from the field. 

Admiral Davis. That is overall Navy. 

Senator Jackson. I understand. Not just aviation. The overall 
military-construction program for the Navy. 

Captain Aires. Urgent items. 

Senator Jackson. Run about $1 billion. 

Captain Ainrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. On your long-range programs, it runs more than 
that. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. If we get a nuclear-powered aircraft, are you giv- 
ing any thought to how you are going to tie that into these facilities ? 
I think Senator Stennis and myself are watching the genesis of the 
age that we are living in; security by scientific achievement is what it 
amounts to; it is causing so many changes insofar as our facilities are 
concerned that we hope that there will be some wise people who can 
foresee just what might be required over a period of time in order to 
avoid continuing changes that are so costly. 

I mean are you giving some thought when you ask for facilities for 
the Seamaster to the possibility of the nuclear-power seaplane 4 

Admiral Davis. Yes; we had a plan all written up, but in view 
of the limited money ceilings and the indefiniteness of the powerplant 
for the atomic-powered plane, it is not in this submission. I would 
say that the idea would be we must get into an isolated area when we 
run our first trials on atomic-powered seaplanes. 

Senator Jackson. I think the best early application of the nuciear- 
powered aircraft program is in the seaplane application. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir, and in an isolated area away from all 
communities. ; 

Senator Jackson. From the standpoint of safety alone, but it will 
not be a real fast airplane and, in any event, the early use of that might 
well be in this area. The reason I am asking is that, several years 
from now, you may be requesting an entirely new program to take 
care of, and house, the nuclear-powered seaplane, but if you could fix 
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these facilities in such a way to anticipate that possibility, it would 
certainly help. I have just seen what has happened to Whidbey 
Island, a change going on constantly. I know it is not easy, but it 
is something we ought to look at. 

Admiral Davis. We have been trying very hard to anticipate what 
would be required in the way of nuclear-powered seaplane facilities. 
It is well over in the indefinite future for any number of such planes. 
The changes in the design made necessary by the prospective changes 
in design of the powerplant have kept us completely off base. We 
have been unable to put our feet down firmly on any real planning 
for such facilities. The range and the weight of the engine and of 
the airplane is within such wide bounds that we cannot safely make 
a prediction in that regard. 

Admiral Coorrr. We have had Parsons & Co., of Los Angeles, with- 
in the past year make extensive studies on this matter of basing 
nuclear-powered planes. 

Admiral Davis. We have to go off by ourselves. I mean whatever 
organization is faced with the responsibility of development will have 
to get well away from everybody and run our | or 2 tests and devel- 
opment work there. No community will accept us, and none of the 
safety criteria will allow it. 

Senator Jackson. I was thinking of San Clemente. 

Admiral Davis. That is not a seaplane base. 

Senator Jackson. Where was it / 

Admiral Coorer. San Diego Bay is the Seamaster base in that area. 

Captain Sancer. One of the results of the Parsons study was we 
could not work both bases at the same time. A separate base would 
have to be developed for the development of the nuclear-powered 
plane. This base could eventually be turned over and made an oper- 
ating base, but the studies indicate that they can’t go on simultane- 
ously, the development and the operation both. 

Senator Jackson. The research and development end of it or the 
development part of it would have to be separate. 

Captain Sanger. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. But it is possible that you could use on an oper- 
ational basis some of these facilities assuming that you had overcome 
the hazards? 

Captain Sancer. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. Talking about this nuclear power, the atomic- 
powered plane in the future, 1 don’t know a thing in the world about 
it but just as a layman it impresses me that when your main bomber 
B-47 carries about 16,000 gallons of gasoline I believe; is that right? 

Mr. BeLrec. I think the actual figure would be classified. 

Senator Stennis. Because of the weight of fuel, it seems to me that 
you certainly ought to proceed with dispatch in trying to see what 
you could tie in with atomic power. 

Admiral Davis. The overall weight probably wouldn’t change 
much. 

Senator Stennis. Is that right? 

Admiral Davis. But the trouble is the aircraft burns up the gaso- 
line while it wouldn’t burn up the shieldings. 

Senator Jackson. Your loading goes down in the gasoline- 
powered airplane but the load would remain the same in the nuclear- 
powered plane. 
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Senator Jackson. The basic problem in the aircraft nuclear pro- 
pulsion aircraft is the engineering problems that relate to weight, 
this goes to shielding and the whole reactor. And you have to be 
able to build a reactor that you ean fly. That is what it amounts to. 

Admiral Davis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You couldn't put the reactor of the Vauti/us in 
an airplane. That is the big problem. 

Senator Stennis. The weight would be about the same ? 

Admiral Davis. I couldn’t make that guess. It will be plenty large. 

Senator Stennis. All right; we will now go to the next book. 

Captain Ares. Before we leave the special aviation facilities, the 
other day in connection with the future of the naval air station at 
Anacostia, you asked us to bring the matter up and we said we would 
give you more details later in the program. This would be where 
the proposed air station to replace Anacostia could be covered. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Admiral Davis. Our need is for $3,200,000 for land acquisition 
without determination, at this time, of the site. We need firm au- 
thority to proceed with the settlement of the site so that our overall 
planning involving the receiving base, the Reserve activities at Ana- 
costia, the proficiency flying at Anacostia, and the indoctrination of 
midshipmen could all be coordinated in a single progressive reasonable 
plan. As it is, we are up in the air in several directions because we 
have no firm commitment in this regard. 

The plan and the submission have been split by various considera- 
tions, split opinions, split feeling, and that time has passed. We all 
see eye to eye on an urgent need to get out of the Washington com- 
plex of heavy traffic in this vicinity across the river from the National 
Airport; to take care of the need to give the Reserves better facilities 
where they can operate modern airplanes instead of the prop jobs they 
can operate at Anacostia; and to provide presentation of modern air 
equipment for training of midshipmen at a field sufficiently close to 
the Academy to be readily accessible. 

Senator Jackson. What happens to Anacostia and Bolling? 

Admiral Davis. We contemplate taking the naval receiving sta- 
tion at Anacostia, which is farther down on the shore there, which is 
going to be moved because of the freeway construction and relocating 
it on the existing land of the naval air station at Aanacostia. The 
Air Force has plans for putting buildings and housing on the area 
occupied by Bolling Field. 

Senator Jackson. Would you move all your present functions from 
Anacostia ? 

Admiral Davis. There will be no flying except by helicopters at the 
station at Anacostia. 

Senator Jackson. If you put the two runways together at Bolling 
and Anacostia 

Admiral Davts. It would be about 15,000 feet. Combining Bolling 
and Anacostia, but this would provide a facility adequate for not 
one full station; that is, it might be used commercially if they 
wanted to make that kind of a bargain. 

Senator Jackson. Will the Air Force stay on? 

Admiral Davts. They have indicated to us it is their intention to 
move when we do. 
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Senator Jackson. Why wouldn’t that provide the commercial field ? 

Admiral Cooper. It is much too close to Washington National. 

Admiral Davis. With jets, it would shake all the windows around 
there if they take up afterburners. 

Senator Jackson. You mean for the commercial aircraft, do you? 

Admiral Davis. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. No matter where you have a field, unless you pre- 
vent people from building near an airfield we will have this problem. 

Senator Stennis. We looked into that pretty closely, Senator Jack- 
son, a subcommittee of the appropriations. It seemed that every one 
agreed when the jets got here and you had all that some place down 
there you still wouldn’t have the picture that you want to. It would 
take additional facility. 

Admiral Davis. It looked like a good idea to make one long runway 
for the transoceanic commercial jets but again the noise problem 
would rule it out and I don’t know that the CAA ever considered 
it favorably. 

Senator Jackson. The new facility will be needed to take care of 
the midshipmen and the present requirements of Anacostia; that is 
what. it boils down to. ee you going to set up an area that will 
avoid sufficiently this problem of noise and so on? 

Admiral Davis. What went on in the House, sir, was that they 
approved the idea and the authorization with the proviso that the 
site selection must be satisfactory to the subcommittee, which included 
two congressional Representatives of the area. 

Senator Jackson. That’s interesting. 

Senator Stennis. That’sanewone. That suits us, though. 

Senator Jackson. I would be interested in seeing that agreement. 

Captain Artes. Mr. Kilday and Mr. Cole were also added to that 
committee. There were four on the subcommittee. Mr. Kilday is 
chairman and Mr. Cole and two from the area. 

Senator Srennis. Anything else on the merits of that matter? 

Captain Artes. The next book is No. 2, starting with the Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts. Admiral Becknell, Deputy and Assistant 
Chief, has a statement. 

Admiral Beckne.u. The requested authorization in this program 
for supply facilities under the “Management control of the Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts” total $15,329,000 for 10 items. 

The program has as its main objective the provision of facilities to 
meet expanded operations. 

The major portion of the program provides for construction at 
the naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands. This ac- 
tivity was recently established to support fleet and air activity in the 
Philippine area. 

Authorization is also requested for the physical installation of 
electronic data-processing machines which are required to keep abreast 
of technological changes in the aeronautical, ordnance, and electronic 
fields. 

The remainder of the required authorization pertains to the cor- 
rection of deficiencies in existing facilities such as replacement of a 
deteriorated commissary store at the naval station, Gaum, Mariana 
Islands, and the replacement of deteriorated petroleum facilities 
at the naval station, Adak, Alaska. 
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SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Captain Armrs. Mr. Chairman, the next class is “Supply facilities.” 
There are three similar projects at continental activities in this class at 
a total cost of $797,000. Each is an electronic data processing instal- 
lation. 


ELECTRONICS SUPPLY OFFICE, GREAT LAKES, ILL. 


The first project is at the Electronics Supply Office, Great Lakes, 
Ill., for $92,000. 

It involves modification of 6,600 square feet of space in an existing 
building by addition of a new floor, partitions, special electrical power 
and light and air conditioning for combined heating, cooling, and 
dust filtration. 

The electronic data equipment, Univac IT, is required to maintain 
adequate inventory control of the increasing numbers of electronic 
devices and parts for all Navy equipment ashore and afloat. Due to 
the fast operating speed of the processing equipment, additional 
applications, such as forecasting, redistribution and maintenance 
scheduling can be programed for processing and will result in econo- 
mies to the Navy. 

Senator Jackson. How much is the electronic equipment going to 
cost ? 

Admiral Beckne uy. It will cost $32,000 a month. 

Senator Jackson. You rent that from IBM ? 

Admiral Becxnetu. This will be Univac, Remington-Rand. 

Senator Jackson. I thought the courts ruled that they couldn’t 
rent this stuff anymore ? 

Admiral Becxnett. They can rent it, but IBM has to sell if the 
people want to buy it. 

Senator Jackson. Is it in the Government’s interest to rent it rather 
than buy ? 

Admiral Becknetn. Yes. 

We consider it. We can take advantage of any changes that come in. 
They will take out the old equipment and put the new one in. 


NAVAL ORDNANCE SUPPLY OFFICE, MECHANICSBURG, PA. 


Captain Atxrs. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is for the 
Naval Ordnance Supply Office, Mechanicsburg, Pa., in amount of 
$155,000. This is for modification of 7,000 square feet of space in 
an existing building for installation of IBM equipment. It will be 
used to maintain adequate inventory control of spare parts for guns, 
missiles, and fire control for all Navy equipment ashore and afloat. 
It, too, will lead to economies. 

Senator Srennis. Give me a general briefing. You have a big 
electronic machine of some kind, or electrically operated machine, I 
mean to help you with the inventory control. 

Captain Atzes. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. That is the way you can tell where a thing is. 

Admiral Brecxneti. We have a 705 IBM at the Ships Parts Con- 
trol Center at Mechanicsburg now. By having this, it takes care of 
thousands of bits of information. We transfer it to a card and then 
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on magnetic tape. We can store a tremendous amount of information 
in there. By doing that we are able to go to transactions reporting 
at the 25 holding and reporting points we have. At the end of each 
day as a byproduct of the regular IBM operation we make a dupli- 
cate card of every item that has moved, whether it has come in, issued, 
or surveyed, that comes into Mechanicsburg. These machines are 
able to digest all of these millions of bits of information and we up- 
date the thing about once a week and have an up-to-date inventory. 
It is amazing. 

Senator Srennis. Too smart for me. 

Admiral Becxnetu. It gets the stuff out that we want, but I don’t 
know how it does it. 

Captain Ares. Speak to the savings in this too, Admiral. 

Admiral Breckxnety. We don’t save too much initially. We have 
to have duplication. But as we get this one to operate, we phase out, 
not only the equipment, but also the people. So at the present time 
we are just about at the break-even figure at Mechanicsburg in spite 
of the fact that we pay an awful lot of rent for it, but also what is to 
me, as important as the savings, is the fact that we can utilize all 
this information. We had at Mechanicsburg specifically about 40 
million puncheards with all this information, we can put it on these 
tapes and use it any time we want. 

In the preparation of allowance lists that is one of the things we 
have been working on. Trying to get those purified. 

We have the program on the machine at Mechanicsburg and it is 
paying dividends. It is an amazing proposition. 

Senator Stennis. They told me that you can tell how many pota- 
toes you had left at night after you prepared the meat. 

Adiinival BreckneELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. What do you anticipate your overall savings will be 
at the end of a 5-year period ? 

Admiral Brcxnetu. It is hard to say. Where we want to make 
the big money saving is in our determination or requirements so we 
buy the right thing; we don’t overbuy. 

Senator Srennis. That has been one of the criticisms leveled at 
you gentlemen, that you didn’t know what you had. I can see where 
that could help you. 

Well, now do you have to rent these; you don’t buy them ? 

Admiral Brecxnetu. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. They won’t sell them to you ? 

Admiral Becxne.u. We can buy them from Remington-Rand and 
from IBM. But we have found that it is better to rent. We have a 
specific example I might give you at the Aviation Supply Office. We 
have what is called a 702 there which was installed about a year ago. 
Since that installation, IBM has come out with a 705, which is an 
advanced machine. We can substitute the 702 for the 705 if we rent 
it. If we bought it, we would have to keep the 702 until we got the 
best value out of it; otherwise it means we would not be able to keep 
up with the developments, and right now is the great development 
period in these machines; you know there are quite a few companies 
and they are experimenting with them. 

Senator Srennis. Anyway, you have found these highly successful ? 

Admiral Becknet. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Next project? 
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AVIATION SUPPLY OFFICE, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Captain Ares. The last project in this class is for the Aviation 
Supply Office, Philadelphia, Pa., at an estimated cost of $550,000. 
The project is for conversion of warehouse No. 2 to provide admin- 
istrative space. The work will include new lighting, flooring, acous- 
tical ceiling, electrical duct work, and air conditioning. The process- 
ing equipment to be installed will also be IBM for maintaining ade- 
quate inventory control of all Navy and Marine Corps aviation spare 
parts. 

The existing operational deficiencies are due to the large existing 
backlog and increasing reporting and control requirements of the 
continually increasing numbers and changes in aircraft. These de- 
ficiencies cannot be corrected with present 3-shift operations unless 
a prohibitive amount of conventional machines, personnel, and space 
are provided. The converted space of 36,250 square feet will be used 
for the IBM equipment and the necessary clerical and engineering 
operations and related mechanical equipment. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you. Nice to hear you tell about it. I 
don’t know anything about it. I would like to see some of your 
installations sometime. 

Admiral Becxnetu. I would be glad. to have you do so. 

Captain Armes. Mr. Chairman, General Allen will present the Ma- 
rine Corps program. 

Senator Stennis. All right, General. Looking forward to hearing 
from you. 

What do you want to emphasize, General ? 

General Auten. I have a short statement which I would like to 
present. There is nothing particular. 

Senator Stennis. You may proceed. 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


General Atten. The fiscal year 1958 military construction authori- 
zation program for the Marine Corps is composed of 38 line items 
with a total valuation of $22,616,000. This program is designed to 
meet two basic objectives: 

(1) To provide minimum facilities for housing, messing, training, 
storage of supplies, recreation and morale, and supporting facilities 
at activities where serious deficiencies exist. 

(2) Replacement of facilities which have outlived their usefulness 
and are no longer economical to maintain. 

This program has been divided into seven broad functional cate- 
gories: The number of line items under each category with the dollar 
value of each is as follows: 35 percent of the program will provide 
6 items for maintenance and repair valued at $7,808,000; 38 percent of 
the program will provide 11 items for housing, messing, and com- 
munity facilities valued at $8,685,000; 9 percent of the program will 
provide 7 items for training facilities values at $2,024,000; 7 percent 
of the program will provide 5 items for utilities valued at $1,688,000: 
6 percent of the program will provide 6 items for recreation and 
morale valued at $1.323,000; 4 percent of the program will provide 1 
item for medical and dental facilities valued at $891,000; 1 percent of 
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the program will provide 2 items for administrative facilities valued 
at $197,000. 

The items programed will provide facilities at eight major activities 
which are as follows: 


Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Ga.__....-----------------. $140, 000 
Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, Calif....__-___..._------------ 8, 001, 000 
Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, N. C_---------------~--------- 5, 147, 000 
Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, 8, C_----------------+-. 3, 199, 000 
Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, Calif.___._......__.----------- 1, 469, 000 
Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, Calif.._-__.__----- 2, 331, 000 
Marine Comps, schools, QUuantieds Viiiiencmstie we <trnenseeeennen 2, 213, 000 
Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, Calif-_._-__._.____-----__-__ 116, 000 

UGG ei aie cbabulos 2 ose Ui 2 oe 22, 616, 000 


General Atten. Mr. Chairman, the Marines request authorization 
this year in the total amount of $22,616,000 for military construction 
at 8 of our continental activities. 


MARINE CORPS SUPPLY CENTER, ALBANY, GA. 


The first project is for a chapel at the Marine Corps supply depot, 
Albany, Ga., at an estimated cost of $140,000. ‘The chapel is designed 
to seat 300 and, in addition to have a small 32-seat morning chapel, 
chaplains’ offices, baptistry, confessionals, and small storage space. 
The chapel is required to provide a proper place for the people of 
various faiths at the center to worship and to permit and encourage 
personnel to satisfy their spiritual needs. The nearest community 
church is 4 miles from the center, but it does not hold divine services 
for all faiths. 

Senator Stennis. Lam forit. [hope you can get it. 

General AtLEN. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Marine 
Corps supply center, Barstow, Calif., the west coast counterpart of 
the center at Albany, this is for a total amount of $8,001,000. It in- 
cludes six line items. 


MARINE CORPS SUPPLY CENTER, BARSTOW, CALIF. 


The first item is for construction of the central repair shop at a 
cost of $6,069,000. Last year the committee approved and the project 
was authorized for plans, specifications, utilities, and preliminary site 
development for this shop. The building will be approximately 902 
by 423 feet, of concrete, masonry, and steel frame, with a partial 
second floor. Portions of it will be air cooled and it will be equipped 
with weight-handling equipment such as bridge cranes, hoists, lifts, 
etc. This consolidated shop is required for repair, rebuild, and main- 
tenance of all types of Marine Corps material. 

The value of equipment rebuilt in a year is about $75 million and 
the value of the material and equipment which is given in stock main- 
tenance by this facility is $569 million. 

Organic maintenance facilities are essential to assure that the cen- 
ter can meet the deadlines imposed by mounting-out of Fleet Marine 
Force units in emergencies. There are no military or commercial 
facilities in the area available to do the work. 

It is being done now only partially and inefficiently by use of inade- 
quate facilities at Barstow and San Francisco. 
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When this facility is in operation, an estimated annual savings of 
$958,000 will be effected. An important facet of the operation will 
be the specialist training gained i. the military personnel working 
in the shop, which will be invaluable when deadlined equipment must 
be repaired in combat. 

The next line item is directly related to the previous item. It is for 
construction of a landing vehicle test tank at a cost of $50,000. It 
will be a concrete tank, 40 by 160 feet with sloping side walls and 
maximum depth to 15 feet to be filled with water to test amphibious 
vehicles after rebuild and prior to issue. This is the only practicable 
way to be sure this equipment is watertight. 

he next line item is a heating and compressed air plant, Mr. Chair- 
man, for $652,000. It will have 3 high-temperature hot-water boilers 
and 3 heavy-duty compressors and accessory equipment. It is re- 
quired to provide heat and compressed air to the central repair shop 
included in this program. Existing facilities are not adequate to meet 
this requirement, nor is it economical to increase the capacity of the 
five small existing plants. 

The next item is for an addition to machine records building for 
$70,000. It will provide a wood frame addition, 42 by 72 feet to the 
present building. It is needed to provide space for 14 additional ac- 
counting and calculating machines of various types; office space for 
the civilian payroll section; and storage space for oflice supplies. The 
civilian payroll—there are over 2,300 civilians working at the center— 
is made up of machine runs. Consequently, relocation of the civilian 
payroll section from another building to this building will permit in- 
creased efficiency and economy. 

The next item is three 180-man barracks buildings at a cost of 
$846,000. These are required to replace World War II quonset huts 
and temporary buildings now used to house the enlisted men. Many 
of the existing structures have no sanitary facilities and require use 
of a community bathhouse. Another increment for replacement bar- 
racks will be programed in the future. Because of high temperatures 
peorasinns many months of the year at this location, the barracks will 

e provided with evaporative cooling. 

Authorization is also requested for a 26-man bachelor officers quar- 
ters for $314,000. The center now has no BOQ, but the male officers 
share the civilian bachelor quarters when they are available or other- 
wise find some accommodations in Barstow, 4 miles distant. This 
BOQ is to be an experimental motel type without mess in accordance 
with instructions of the Department of Defense. It will be designed 
so that one part of the building will be used by male officers, 20 in num- 
ber, and another section used by 6 nurses. It will have storage 
facilities, hand laundry, lounge and reading room, and be provided 
with evaporative cooling. 

Senator Stennis. Your second increment on your repair shop 
how much was the first increment ? 

General AuLeNn. The first increment was $1 million for the purpose 
of site preparation and architectural and engineering plans. | 

Senator Stennis. How much more will you need than the $6 
million ? 

General AtLEN, That’s all. This will complete that facility. 
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Senator Srennts. I don’t see anything special about the rest of this. 
BOQ’s and barracks. You have quite a setup out here, do you not, 
in this Barstow installation ? 

General Auten. That facility is comparable to the one at Albany, 
Ga., for the west coast. 

Senator Srennis. These are more or less routine matters. 

Suppose we go on to Camp Lejeune. 


MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP LEJEUNE, N. C. 


General Auten. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Marine 
Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C., for a total of $5,147,000. It also 
includes six line items. This is our main east coast training base for 
Fleet Marine Forces. 

The first line item is “Landing exercises communication line” for 
$308,000. This is needed for the permanent installation of telephone 
cable and open wire circuits to support the annual Fleet Marine Force 
amphibious training exercises. These lines will eliminate the need 
to install each year a like quantity of field telephone wire because 
the umpire, administrative and leased circuits must be preinstalled 
by Fleet Marine Force units that later take part in the tactical prob- 
Jem and are not available to maintain the circuits once they are 
installed. This preinstalled wire is torn out by tactical units moving 
into position when personnel to repair the wire are no longer available 
to the umpire group. The permanent installation will result in an 
estimated annual savings of $77,000. 

The second item is the “Engineer academic and instruction build- 
ings” at a cost of $564,000. They will be located in Courthouse Bay 
area and will be used for classroom and shop instruction in four 
schools: Utility school, equipment school, construction school, and 
maintenance school. 

A total of 1,046 students is instructed annually in these technical 
trades. The provision of this line item, three 60-by-200-foot buildings, 
will eliminate the use of tents, inadequate temporary buildings, and 
outside areas now used for this purpose. 

The third item is for a consolidated dental clinic in the amount 
of $891,000. 

The fourth item is “Head buildings” at Camp Geiger for 
$1,533,000. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean “head buildings” ? 

General AtteN. That camp was built initially during Korea with 
quonset buildings and head, or toilets, and shower buildings were 
built down at the end of the street. Later on during Korea we built 
concrete or concrete-block buildings for the barracks. This is the cor- 
rection of the deficiency on that to replace those head facilities and 
put one with each barracks, making H’s out of those buildings. 

These will be in single-story structures built between and connect- 
ing existing barracks to form H-shaped buildings, and this will pro- 
vide sanitary facilities for 80 barracks. At Camp Geiger there are 
5,218 permanent personnel, about 2,000 recruits, and during the sum- 
mer months an additional 2,500 Reserves undergoing training. The 
existing temporary head facilities were built in 1942 as part of a tent 
camp. The men occupying the barracks must travel 90 to 200 feet 
exposed to the elements to use the present head facilities. 
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The fifth item is similar to the one just described. It is for the 
first increment for “Head facilities at Montford Point” in the amount 
of $1,500,000. The line item will also improve the heating facilities 
for these barracks which are occupied by approximately the same 
number as at Hadnot Point. All existing barracks at Montford Point 
have detached head facilities 50 to 500 feet from the barracks. They 
are inadequately heated and have no shower, toilet, nor drinking 
water facilities. They are decidedly substandard. 

The final line item for this project is a BOQ for 48 officers at an 
estimated cost of $351,000. There is a requirement for 750 spaces 
for officers with existing accommodations for only 707 officers. The 
existing BOQ has community bathing facilities and being crowded 
with the excess of 43 permanently assigned field-grade officers plus a 
load of 40 to 50 transient field-grade officers, is substandard. 

Senator Stennis. Regarding these academic buildings and consoli- 
dated dental clinics and all, we are not just looking for something to 
strike out but we feel pretty generally that for facilities you feel you 
could get along without. This would be a good year to postpone some 
of these. What do you say about this engineering and academic con- 
struction building? How badly do you need that? That is a half 
million dollars. 

General Aten. That facility is being requested to provide shelter 
where this instruction is going on. Instruction here covers all phases 
of engineering subjects that are required for our FMF, field engineer 
troops, it covers some twenty-odd different subjects in mechanics of 
repair and operations of this engineer equipment. It also provides 
classrooms. 

Senator Jackson. How are you handling it now ? 

Senator Stennis. That’s the point. 

General Aen. It is in tents, outside and in some temporary 
buildings. 

Senator Jackson. Quite a bit of it is in tents. 

General AtteNn. Most of it, most of the heavier equipment is outside 
because there is not the overhead ceiling in which to move the larger 
equipment inside. 

Senator Stennis. What about your dental clinic, how are you 
getting along with that, without that now? 

General Auten. I would like to mention that the House action de- 
leted that item. We have felt that the consolidation will give a better 
result from the technical point but we have not attempted to reclama 
that markup. 

Senator Stennis. All right. The BOQ, are you really pressed in 
your need for those? 

General Atten. Those BOQ, Mr. Chairman, are a requirement 
that has always existed down there at Camp Lejeune; presently two 
officers live in one small room with head and showers down the hall. 
This item is to provide suitable BOQ facilities for field grade officers 
ranks. 

Senator Stennis. Do you have a question on that? 

Senator Jackson. No. 

Senator Stennis. Next item. 
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MARINE CORPS RECRUIT DEPOT, PARRIS ISLAND, S. C. 


General Auten. The next project is at the Marine Corps Recruit 
Depot, Parris Island, S. C., for a total of $3,199,000 for 5 items. This 
is our only station for the reception and recruit training for all re- 
cruits from east of the Mississippi River. It also provides schools 
to train enlisted personnel as sergeant major, administrative chiefs, 
recruiters, drill instructors, and field musics and provides rifle marks- 
manship training for Marine officers and enlisted personnel. 

The first item is for the construction of two 1-story on-grade ma- 
sonry and concrete academic buildings at a cost of $873,000. These 
buildings will be of nonuniform length and width to meet the require- 
ments imposed by the type of training. Of 152,000 square feet of 
classroom space required, only 50,270 square feet of suitable class- 
room space is available to train 6,782 recruits. This item will pro- 
vide 45 percent of the permanent classroom requirement at Parris 
Island, and partially eliminate the use of temporary outdoor lecture 
sheds and tentage. 

The second item is for the construction of five 200-by-35-foot, 3-story, 
standard, 180-man barracks of reinforced concrete construction at a 
cost of $1,501,000. These barracks wiill replace inadequate tempo- 
rary Nissen huts which are currently the standard recruit billeting 
buildings at the weapons training area. 

Of the 1,935 billeting spaces required, only 315 permanent spaces 
are available. The balance of the personnel are housed in 99 Nissen 
huts, 54 quonset huts and 3 temporary barracks. 

The next item is for the messhall alteration at a cost of $206,000. 
The existing semipermanent messhall and galley will be modernized 
and converted to a permanent type messhall and galley with a ca- 
pacity of 1,200 seats. This item will provide the necessary messing 
facilities for the barracks included in this program. 

The fourth item is for a training area chapel at a cost of $556,000. 
The chapel is designed to seat 900 and will have a morning chapel 
and a wing with 14 classrooms, assembly rooms and chaplains’ offices. 

At the present time the religious activities of this station are car- 
ried out in the depot theater, depot chapel (which has a seating ca- 
pacity of 320) and four old wooden buildings averaging 27 years of 
age. The chapel will be masonry and reinforced concrete on pile 
foundation. The educational wing will be reinforced concrete frame 
and steel roof trusses. This item will meet the current requirements 
at Parris Island. 

The last item is for powerplant improvements at $63,000. This 
item is for a 35-by-68-foot masonry and steel addition to the central 

»0werplant to house an existing 50,000-pound/hour boiler and 1,500 
Kilowatt turbogenerator. An extension of overhead crane rails is 
included to permit maintenance of turbine. Due to limited funds, 
these facilities were left unprotected and exposed to the elements 
when installed. This is the only feasible means of protecting a $490,- 
000 investment, which is indispensable in supplying steam and power 
to the recruit depot. 

Senator Srennis. Barracks for recruit battalions, why do you need 
those ? 
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General Auten. The recruits in that are are living in tents and 
Nissen huts and some few Butler buildings. This will provide per- 
manent facilities and replace those. 

Those were dismantled after World War II and were replaced in 
condition for use during Korea. This is a replacement project. I 
don’t know just how much longer these buildings will last but the 
maintenance is higher now than the costs should ‘support. 

Senator Stennis. What are you using now for academic buildings? 

General Atten. The ac: ademic buildings : are required for classrooms 
and at the present time we are using outside independent instruction 
which prohibits the use of training aids, film, and the like. It does 
not contribute to good classroom work by holding it outside. It does 
give the men an opportunity to get inside out of the sun for that pe- 

riod of time which is assigned in the training schedule for classroom 
exercises. This isa continuing program that we have been attempting 
to get sufficient classroom so all the recruit training for classroom-type 
instruction will be indoors. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you are not having this, you are not going 
soft, I know. 

General Atten. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, we want you to have the facilities you 
need. I am impressed with that point you make about the training, 
aids, new facilities come in that you can’t take advantage of in the 
open. 

All right, what is your next one? 


MARINE CORPS BASE, CAMP PENDLETON, CALIF. 


General Auten. The next project is at the Marine Corps Base, 
Camp Pendleton, Calif. This project is composed of 3 line items 
totaling $1,469,000. This is our main west coast training base for 
Fleet Marine Forces. 

The first is for the replacement of barracks heating at Camp Mar- 
garita, $1 million. The existing domestic hot water systems are di- 
rect oil fired domestic hot water boilers. They consist of oil-fired 
space heaters. These heaters are subject to continual excessive main- 
tenance and require replacement within 2 years. The excess mainte- 
nance cost for the existing system is approximately $60,000 annually. 
This item is the only feasible means for eliminating these excess main- 
tenance and operation costs and supplying adequate heat and hot 

yater for the barracks. 

Senator Stennis. You mean this has worn out ? 

General AtuEeN. It was not built initially, in order to get the bar- 
racks space we did not include the heating; it was included in the 
longer range plan but to get the barracks first, they used inside space 
heaters. This is correcting that deficiency. 

The second item is for the construction of new sewage collection 
mains and pumping station in the Camp Del Mar area at a cost of 
$323,000. The present sewage treatment facilities at Camp Del Mar 
were constructed in 1943 and 1944 and present a problem of contami- 
nating local beaches with the effluent. A recent bacteriological check 
near the southern boundary of Camp Pendleton gave a B-coli count 
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ranging from 150 to 350 per milliliter. Safe B-coli count is 0 to 50 
per milliliter. 

It is proposed to construgt a collection system to convey raw sewage 
from Camp Del Mar’s existing sewers to a pumping station which 
would lift the sewage to a point near the proposed main gate facilities 
from which point it would flow by gravity to the existing Twin Lakes 
sewage treatment plant. tend: are 15,045 lineal feet of sewage 
collection lines and a 820-square-foot pump station building. 

The last item, Mr. Chairman, is the construction of 230-foot, clear 
span, steel deck type, single track, railroad bridges, including 30- 
foot wide gravel underpasses at San Onofre and San Mateo to permit 
tanks to travel to beaches from inland areas without grade crossings 
of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad tracks. 

The estimated cost is $146,000. During amphibious exercises con- 
ducted at Camp Pendleton, vehicles are required to travel inland 
from the landing beaches to the maneuver areas. In doing this, all 
vehicles must cross Highway 101 and the railroad tracks, 

In the 17 miles of beach line at Camp Pendleton, there is only one 
access of any appreciable size for the vehicles to cross the highway 
and railroad. 

This results in the use of only a small portion of the available land- 
ing beaches by the 105 tanks and 2,000 to 3,000 wheeled vehicles in- 
volved during the annual amphibious training exercise. This item 
will open the northern half of the Camp Pendleton maneuver area 
and will enable Camp Pendleton to more effectively carry out its as- 
signed mission. 

Senator Stennis. I have been to Camp Pendleton. What I saw 
I was impressed with and in favor of it. Have you ever been there 
Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. No. 

It calls for $1,469,000. It doesn’t have but 127,000 acres down 
there either. 

Senator Jackson. Do they have that water problem settled ? 

General ALLEN. Senator Jackson, the water problem is not settled. 
However we are quite optimistic. 

Senator Srennis. What do you mean water problems? Not 
enough rain ¢ 

Senator Jackson. There is a problem about taking water from the 
river by the State of California, property owners and the Federal 
Government. 

General Aten. The decision of the first court went up to the cir- 
cuit court and was returned to the lower court and said to retry the 
whole case. A new court was organized. They have appointed a 
watermaster and we feel it is proceeding on the proper light now. 

Senator Srennis. General Allen, I went by skate last fall, and the 
first thing the commanding officer said to me was that since he had 
been in command there hadn’t been a single drop of water to fall on 
this reservation that got away. That impressed me. I come from 
a country where they have about 55 inches of rainfall a year. But I 
knew from what he said that that is what you emphasized out tliere. 
Unless Senator Jackson has something, let’s go on to the next one. 
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MARINE CORPS SCHOOLS, QUANTICO, VA. 


General AttEN. This project is made up of 8 line items, totaling 
$2,213,000. The basic purpose of the Marine Corps schools is to train 
officers i in the tactics and techniques of warfare. 

The first line item is for the construction of a combat vehicle test 
building at a cost of $290,000. This will be a 1-story permanent 
type masonry and concrete building containing 7,481 square feet of 
space, to be utilized for testing and developing items of equipment for 
acceptance by the Marine Corps. 

The Marine Corps Equipment Board normally has about 100 test 
projects, 30 of which involve test equipment of ‘vehicular design or 
size. As this area is 5 miles from the main station, a 4-man guard is 
required to maintain a security watch on classified items. An average 
of 30 men is present throughout the day. This item also includes 
messing facilities for serving the noon meal and billeting space for 
the security guard. 

The second is the construction of 4 ready issue sheds at a cost 
of $8,000. These structures are to be used for preparation of ammuni- 
tion clips and issuing ammunition to shooters on the small arms range. 
Fach shed will be comprised of a sloped frame roof supported on 
six columns, a concrete floor and a low masonry wall. These sheds 
will also afford protection from the elements for control personnel 
when firing is carried on during inclement weather. 

The next is the ammunition magazine at the small arms range at a 
cost of $9,000. This will be a prefabricated metal ammunition maga- 
zine storage building, 48 by 24 feet at the Marine Corps rifle range. 

At the present time range personnel are required to travel 8 miles 
daily to the magazine area for the ammunition for the day’s firing. 

Fourth is the small arms range barracks at a cost of $87,000, which 
will be a permanent 1-story concrete and masonry barracks 250 by 
38 feet with a 64-man capacity. The small arms range is located a 
distance of 12 miles from the main base. This barracks has no day- 
room space and is crowded to double its capacity of 64 men. 

The next item is for the messhall and galley for the small arms range 
at a cost of $120,000. This will be a permanent masonry and concrete 
type structure, ) feet 9 inches by 60 feet 6 inches, with a capacity 
of 150 men. This item will prov ide messing facilities for the enlisted 
men’s barracks proposed in the preceding item, plus 7 officers perma- 
nently attached, and 18 additional personnel who are sent out to aug- 
‘ment the permanent range detachment during the peak training season. 

The sixth line item is for utilities and services for the small arms 
range, at a cost of $151,000. This item proposes the construction of a 
new sewage disposal] pl: int to replace the existing temporary septic 
tank. This is necessary to properly handle the sewage flow for the 
increased flow from the additional facilities being constructed. 

Also proposed is the construction of a 100,000- gallon water storage 
tank which is required to meet the minimum fire flow requirements. 
The other utilities included in this item are extensions to existing 
systems needed to furnish necessary services to the additional buildings 
requested. The,average daily population of the range, in addition to 
the permanent personnel, is approximately 800 shooters. This im- 
poses an additional sewage treatment requirement. 
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Line item No. 7 is the BOQ with mess at a cost of $1,500,000. This 
item will be a cross-shaped structure 401 by 232 feet of reinforced 
concrete frame having nonbearing masonry unit walls, consisting of 
4 stories and basement. There is a requirement for approximately 
275 BOQ spaces at the Marine Corps schools. Adequate BOQ rooms 
are available for 125 men, leaving a deficit of 150. The north and 
south wings of this item will accommodate 130 male officers’ quarters 
while the east wing accommodates 20 women officers’ quarters on the 
top 3 stories. Supporting facilities include sewer, water, drainage, 
and fire alarm facilities and roads, sidewalks, and street lighting. 

The last item for Quantico is for the construction of the ead 
building at Butler Stadium to accommodate 6,000 persons at a cost 
of $48,000. This will be 25 feet wide by 75 feet long. The building 
will have head facilities for both men and women. It will include 
a storage room and a mechanical equipment room. All utilities will 
be connected to existing station utility lines. The only existing head 
facilities in the vie inity of Butler Stadium are located in the enlisted 
pool dressing rooms, which are not readily accessible, and are 
inadequate. 

Senator Srennis. That is quite an installation you have there. I 
flew over it ina helicopter. Let’s go to the next one. 


MARINE CORPS RECRUIT DEPOT, SAN DIEGO, CALIF, 


General ALLEN. This is the only Marine Corps facility west of the 
Mississippi River for the ree eption and recruit training of enlisted 
men. It is the counterpart of our east coast training station located 
at Parris Island, 8. C. 

This item is for the construction of electronic instruction buildings 
at a cost of $116,000. It will provide classroom and office space for 
the Communication Electronics School plus a concrete foundation for 
an antenna tower and fence and seal coating for existing blacktop area. 

The mission of the school is to train Marine Cor ps personnel in the 

fields of radar, guided missiles, oper ational communications, mainte- 
nance and this is the only Marine Corps school for this type of train- 
ing. The school currently trains 700 students annually, with an 
average load of 100. Of the 7,683 square feet of space required, only 
3,734 square feet of adequate space are available. This item will 
srovide 1 building containing 3,095 square feet and an addition to 
building 426 containing 854 square feet to furnish the deficit class- 
room space, head facilities, office and storage space, together with 
security fencing for a classified equipment storage lot and furnish a 
high frequency electrical power source. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 


MARINE CORPS BASE, TWENTYNINE PALMS, CALIF. 


General Auten. This project is composed of eight line items total- 
ing $2,331,000. 

The ‘first line item is for construction of $540,000 of a 1-story, 150- by 
200-foot reinforced concrete combat vehicle shop building to contain 
craneways, grease racks, and inspection pits. 
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The second line item is for construction of six 36- by 80-foot gun 
park maintenance equipment and storage sheds of tiltup reinforced 
concrete in a total ¢ amount of $207,000. 

The third item is for 50- by 140-foot extension of the maintenance 
office building in the amount of $127,000. The extension is required 
to consolidate offices of the public works, maintenance, and supply 
offices. 

The fourth item is for the construction of a laundry and dryclean- 
ing plant in the amount of $727,000. The building is to be 100 by 220 
feet of tiltup reinforced concrete slab construction. C urrently all 
laundry and dry cleaning has to be trucked daily to Palm Springs, 
Calif., a distance of 65 miles each way. Average volume of laundry 
per man is 12 pounds per week. The proposed item will provide ade- 
quate laundry and dry cleaning services for a planned strength of 
5,600 mae It is antic ipated th: at this item will result in an annual 
saving of $38,000 to the Government and $25,000 to the individuals. 

The fifth item is for the construction of a one-story concrete recrea- 
tion building 1 in the amount of $170,000. This item will include evap- 
orative air conditioning, eight bowling alleys, soda fountain, and head 
facilities. Closest commerc cial facilities available are 6 miles distanc e, 
and completely inadequate in size and hours of operation. 

The sixth is for the construction of a 25-meter pool and bathhouse 
with showers, lockers, and toilet facilities, with a 12- by 12-foot wad- 
ing pool 18 inches deep for children attac hed at one end. 

Estimated cost. is $139,000. This item will provide facilities for 
approximately 400 officers and dependents. 

Item 7 is for the construction of utilities and services systems of 
$151,000 to provide for the operation of previously proposed items 
under this project. 

The final item is for the construction of 6 battalion parade grounds, 

each to by 250 by 700 feet (19,500 square yards) of 53-inch road mix 
asphaltic paving for a total amount of $270,000. The establishment 
of this activity as a permanent base necessitates the construction of 
permanent areas that will be free of sand erosion in order to facilitate 
training. 

Senator Stennis. How badly do you need this new laundry and 
dry -cleaning plant there ? 

General Auten. Laundry and dry-cleaning services, are performed 
on a contract basis with the nearest laundry available to us at Palm 
Springs about 75 miles away. During the summer season the services 
are not too bad, however, it is not adequate. It takes 7 and sometimes 
8 days to get the laundry back for the men. 

During the winter we have the tourists at Palm Springs, it takes 
sometimes up to 12 and 14 days. ‘They want to use this contract just 
to keep their labor force up—the service is not satisfactory. 

Senator Jackson. Don’t they have laundry facilities in the town of 
Twentynine Palms? 

General Auten. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. It says a population over 10,000. How many men 
do you have here in your setup ? 

General Aten. There are about 5,000 at present not including the 
families. 
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Senator Srennis. That you have to have laundry for? 

General Auuen. Yes, sir. And that does not include the Govern- 
ment laundry. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Next item? 

General ALLEN. That is all we have, sir. For a total of 21,725,000, 
sir. 

Thank you very much. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you. You made a good presentation. Al- 

yays glad to have you come in, General. 


ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Captain Airs. Next is our ordnance facilities, sir. 

Senator Stennis. That is the low money section, I’m sure. 

Admiral Quinn. The objective of the military construction pro- 
gram of the Bureau of Ordnance is to provide and maintain facilities 
ashore for effective support of the fleet. These facilities are required 
to implement a balanced program of development, design, test, manu- 
facture, storage, distribution, and final issue of ordnance and am- 
munition including both guided missiles and nuclear ordnance. 

The progressive introduction of new weapons into our Navy has 
generated requirements for a series of new support facilities. With 
the phasing in of the new support facilities new demands are already 
being placed on our existing basic support facilities new demands, 
particularly in the areas of eelctric power, steam, and water. Addi- 
tionally since much of the Naval Oblinades Shore Establishment was 
built during World War II, necessarily embodying inferior materials, 
major repairs or replacements are now urgently required throughout 
the establishment. 

Thus the Bureau of Ordnance is faced simultaneously with the need 
to replace certain overage facilities, to modernize others, and to con- 
struct some new facilities for new requirements. 

In recent years the Bureau of Ordnance has endeavored to execute 
this three-way objective through sponsoring annually a military con- 
struction program which included only the most urgent increment of 
the facilities required to provide a modern Shore Establishment. Due 
to budgetary limitations these annual programs as finally approved 
and funded, have fallen short of the Bureau’s three way objective. 
This deficiency has been especially true in respect to the replacement 
and modernization of existing facilities. Such replacement and 
modernization have carried properly lower priorities than those for 
new bases and new weapons. 

The limited objectives of the Bureau’s fiscal year 1958 program 
will provide for: 

First: The third increment for conventional ammunition storage 
facilities at the three new Spanish bases. 

Second: One nuclear ordnance storage facility on the west coast 
and another such facility in the Western Pacific. 

Third: The fifth increment in the guided-missile support program. 

Finally: A group comprising all other projects required to support 
the existing Naval Establishment. 


93272—57 
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The dollar value of each of these sections with its correspondent 
percentage of the total program follows: 
(The document referred to is as follows :) 





| Cost in thousands of dollars 
| Number of | ; Percent 














Section projects a | of total 
United Overseas Total | program 
| States | 
tr at ee es | “Tir = 

DUO OVCIINES MINS. 20. cn cee swe ncccen--ss} 2 sala - 2, 527 2, 527 | 7. 00 
SI = Podnncaceceseapunnnanae | 4 | 5, 592 3, 345 8, 937 24. 78 
es GE od, 5 ii sc cteede 5d de i! 4) 3, 803 | 578 4, 381 12. 18 

Polaris____ ae i a 1 | 15, 000 15, 000 41. 
Celie falta 23305 9 | 4, 899 | 326 5, 225 | 14. 43 
econ trek ead bectekeaupann 20 | 29, 204 | 6, 776 36, 070 | 100 00 





Captain Arxs. In this area, you asked to be reminded that while 
we had this, Port Chicago, which is about the sixth station in this 
group, that you would like to have the whole story on that. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s take that up. 

Senator JaAcKsoN. May I ask a few questions on Port Chicago? I 
believe the Navy hired a firm in Mhenochinestiot 

Captain Artes. Arthur B, Little Company. 

Senator Jackson. They submitted a report on the possible location 
on the coast. I understand in general they found in favor of Port 
Chicago and against all other alternate locations is that right 

Admiral Quinn. Essentially Port Chicago to them appeared the 
best. As you know, sir, they looked at 37 sites on the west coast. Out 
of the 37 sites 5 were finally decided upon as being feasible; 2 of them 
were in the Puget Sound area. Everett and Tullari ip and Billingham. 
A digest of their report show ed that in Tullarip City they found there 
it meets all safety criteria, the climate, shortage of rental housing and 
margin of labor supply. They thought that that would be somewhat 
of a handic: ap in the case of war. The acquisition of real estate there, 
especially of the Indian holdings, would be difficult. 

Senator Jackson. There are some oil refineries going in there, too, 
in that same area. 

I would like to ask a couple of general questions, Is it possible for 
the Navy to carry on its operations from a place other than the Port 
Chicago area or middle California ¢ 

Admiral Quinn. Yes, but costly and perhaps not feasible. 

Senator Jackson. You feel in other words that you would have to 
have an ammunition facility in the Bay region of California? 

Admiral Quinn. Yes, I feel strongly that we should have that. 

Senator Jackson. That’s why I couldn’t figure it out. They went 
ahead and checked all these places way up in Oregon and Washington. 
Even if they found a mutable location if it wouldn’t tie in with the 
operation of the fleet, why did they bother to go in and look them over ? 

Admiral Quinn. We were directed to make the study by Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress. This group made an unbiased survey of the 
entire west coast and asa part of their survey they looked at some 37 
different sites and then took into account various criteria, railroads, 
the highways. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 
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Admiral Quinn. And we have in the Puget Sound area a very fine 
operating facility. 

Senator Jackson. I was wondering why they couldn’t take that 
facility and expand it and do this job in light of all the heavy acquisi- 
tion costs that we have at Port Chicago. 

Admiral Quinn. We would need more than Bangor, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You would need another facility in addition to 
Bangor. 

Admiral Qutnn. Yes, such as we have now at Port Chicago. There 
is an additional requirement in the San Francisco Bay area for a naval 
ammunition depot to take care of the transshipments of ammunition 
to the fleet, that is being overhauled in that part of the coast, ammuni- 
tion that is taken off when the ship is overhauled. 

Senator Jackson. We get back to the same problem at Portrero 
Hills. The Army has a requirement in that area, I think it would 
be pessible to have some kind of a consolidated operation out of 
Portrero Hills. 

Admiral Quinn. We are generally familiar with the plans of the 
Army for that. Their plans envisaged the bringing of that facility 
into being after M-day. After such an emergency as we had in Korea, 
we would need a Port Chicago. In the Korean incident, if you recall, 
sir, about 75 percent for the Army, the Navy and the Air Force went 
over the piers of Port Chicago, They were outloaded from Port 
Chicago. 

Senator Jackson. In a limited war I think you need these things. 
I wonder if we get into an all-out war where we will be. 

Admiral Qutnn. The rail complex of the country is quite impor- 
tant. We have this and the highways funneling into the San Francisco 
Bay area. In my opinion a facility for outloading and to some extent 
inloading ammunition, is required in the San Francisco Bay area. 

Senator Jackson. That may well be true. I’m sure you people are 
the best judge of your fleet requirements, but the Army is in for 
funds. Why can’t we operate—do you need two separate facilities ? 
I realize the Army mission is different. It is a requirement that they 
want to meet after M-day, but they want it sort of on a standby basis 
or at least the river dredged so they can get up there and in it. Do 
we need two separate facilities so close together ? 

Admiral Quinn. I can’t speak for the Army. We feel that our Port 
Chicago facility is required for the service and the capacity, and the 
Air Force and the Army would have it available. In peacetime and 
in Korea it was used to the fullest. 

Senator Jackson. Sure. In World War II, of course, it was too. 
But it is the heavy cost of acquisition that disturbs me, You are in a 
congested area. I don’t know. We have, as you know, at Port Chicago 
this very valuable investment which would cost twice as much to 
duplicate. 

In any event you are not asking for funds to acquire land in this 
budget. 

Captain Aires. It is not in this bill. 

Senator Stennis. No, you are just asking for $316,000. 

Captain Armes. The fifth item down there, $723,000 requested for 
Port Chicago in this bill. 
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Senator Srennis. Are you through with your general questions? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. Give us a rundown on these items, now these 
particular items, 

Captin Aites. This is the sixth in our program. 

Bangor is the first project. 

Senator Srennis. Let’s get Port Chicago while we are on it. You 
say you have that. 


NAVAL MAGAZINE, PORT CHICAGO, CALIF. 


Captain Ares. The first item is for naval magazine, Port Chicago, 
Calif., is a guided-missile support facility, one checkout building, 
$290,000; and utilities and services, $197,000. The next is to expand 
electrical distribution system, including acquisition of easement con- 
sisting of switching station, $64,000; and extension of powerlines, 
$172,000. 

Mr. BeLiev. Do you need these whether you expand the land or 
not ¢ 

Admiral Quinn. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. That is the only thing we are interested in. These 
items that you have to have whether you have your expansion program 
or not. 

Captain Artes. Yes, these are needed for current operations. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s consider that one as passed on. 


NAVAL AMMUNITION DEPOT, BANGOR, WASH. 


Captain Ars. The first project is at naval ammunition depot, 
Bangor, Wash., for improvements to electrical distribution system in 
amount of $316,000. The depot is about 14 miles north of Bremer- 
ton. It stores and handles various types of ammunition, including 
guided missiles. The present power system was designed for a maxi- 
mum peak demand of 1,000 kilowatts but is operating with a peak 
demand of 3,100 kilowatts with an estimated 30 percent loss of power 
transmitted due to overloading. Planned facilities will add an addi- 
tional peak load of about 1,300 kilowatts. The proposed improve- 
ments will permit an increase of the line voltage from the present 
11.5 kilovolt-amperes to 69 kilovolt-amperes. This improved system 
will have a designed capacity of 6,000 kilowatts and will provide a 
satisfactory solution to the power supply problem. The work will 
include erection of 2.1 miles of new overhead line to replace the inad- 
equate underground transmission line through the Bremerton Annex, 
and related equipment and devices. 

Senator Stennis. It is yours or do you buy the electricity ? 

Captain Amzs. We buy it from the Bonneville Power Adminis- 
tration. 

Senator Stennis. This won’t build a new one. 

Captain Aixs. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Won’t they deliver that electricity to your 
premises / 

Captain Ars. No, this consists of an electrical distribution line 
within the depot and a line connecting the naval shipyard, Bremer- 
ton, Bremerton Annex, and naval ammunition depot, Bangor. 

Senator Stennis. Next item ? 
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NAVAL ORDNANCE TEST STATION, CHINA LAKE, INYO AND KERN COUNTIES, 
CALIF. 


Captain Aries. This project is aviation parts warehouse in amount 
of $114,000. The majority of the 95 aircraft supported at this facil- 
ity at Armitage Field are experimental types and models which re- 
quire more repair parts and general support than aircraft submitted 
to normal usage. 

Anticipated increases in aviation ordnance activity will generate a 
requirement for about 3,000 square feet of covered storage. In addi- 
tion, crated, boxed or large parts of spares now stored in the open 
or in dilapidated sheds without proper security should be stowed 
inside, requiring over 2,000 square feet of space. This project will 
correct the deficiency by construction of a warehouse 60 feet by 167 
feet in size. 

Senator Stennis. All right, I think that is all right. Next one? 


NAVAL ORDNANCE LABORATORY, CORONA, CALIF. 


Captain Ares. This project totals $494,000. It includes two line 
items required for further research and development of guided mis- 
siles. The first line item is guided missile fuse test facility for 
$362,000. It is needed for the testing of explosive loaded guided 
missile fuses in accordance with military standard tests. 

This will lead to the furnishing of fuses to the fleet which have 
been checked for reliability and safety. This project proposes the 
construction of laboratories for fuse test; fuse assembly and exami- 
nation; and classified test; and an air gun unit, a drop tower and 
fuse magazines. There are no existing facilities capable of perform- 
ing these tasks. 

The next line item at this activity is laboratory facilities for $132,- 
000. Additional space is required to house research and development 
laboratory functions now assigned and performed by scientific per- 
sonnel recruited during the past year. The proposed facility will 
provide the necessary working space and instrumentation for the 50 
additional scientists required to handle the nonrotating guided-missile 
fuse program. The line item will permit conversion and rehabilita- 
tion of two existing former hospital ward buildings into laboratory 
space; and the provision of electrical power and distribution wiring. 

Senator Stennis. Next item ? 


ORDNANCE AEROPHYSICS LABORATORY, DAINGERFIELD, TEX. 


Captain Arzs. The next is also for research and development in the 
field of guided missiles. It is proposed for the Navy’s Ordnance Aero- 
hysics Laboratory, Daingerfield, Morris County, Tex., for $2,649,000. 
t consists of two line items. The first is high Mach number facility 
at the estimated cost of $1,190,000. The requirement is to expand the 
wind-tunnel facility for testing aerodynamic models of guided mis- 
siles at air velocities in the hypersonic range, a range in excess of five 
times the speed of sound. The capacity of the tunnel is now limited 
to supersonic velocities. It is necessary that missiles, to be effective, 
must maintain a speed advantage over potential target aircraft and, 
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consequently, must be tested in the hypersonic range in the immediate 
future if such an advantage is to be achieved and held. 

The work involves the construction of a test section parallel with 
the existing wind tunnel, piping, valving, and various equipment and 
instrumentation, the sandliestine and addition to the existing building 
and a desiccant air-dryer system. 

Senator Srennis. You feel you have to have it, I suppose. 

Captain Arzs. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Next item. 


JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY LABORATORY, HOWARD COUNTY, MD. 


Captain Artes. The fifth project in this class of facilities is a burner 
laboratory building to be constructed at the new Johns Hopkins Uni- 
versity Laboratory in Howard County, Md., approximately 19 miles 
northeast of the District. The mission of the Applied Physics Labo- 
ratory is to conduct research and development concerned with speci- 
fied guided-missile components including fuses, and to provide the 
technical guidance to certain contractors concerned with the program. 
The requirement is to dismantle and move the existing ram-jet re- 
search test facility at the Forest Grove station of the Applied Physics 
Laboratory in Silver Spring and reassemble it in the new site. The 
present burner facility is located on leased land on which the lease 
expires June 30, 1959. The proposed building will be constructed on 
land leased for a period of 25 years. 

Senator Stennis. You are not constructing a building for them, are 
you? 

Captain Ames. No; this is an ordnance applied physics laboratory 
for the Navy. They do this work for the Bureau of Ordnance at this 
location. 

Senator Srennis. You are going to build it and Johns Hopkins 
University is going to operate it? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Whose land are you going to build it on? 

Captain Artes. Their land. 

Senator Stennis. Who will own the building? 

Captain Artes. We will. It is on a 25-year lease for $1. 

Senator Stennis. They lease it now to you? 

Captain Armzs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. This is the complete cost. There will be no fur- 
ther cost involved ? 

Captain Attrs. No, sir; none that we foresee. 

Senator Stennis. The next item? 

Captain Ares. The next item in its regular location is that one at 
Port Chicago. 

Senator Stennis. The next item ? 

Captain Ares. The others in this case are in the classified section. 

The next general subject is our service school facilities. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you. Shall we proceed with the next 
item ? 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Captain Arrs. Captain Gage is here from the Bureau of Personnel. 
He has the statement of the chief of naval personnel. 
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Senator Srennis. I am for you gentlemen at the Naval Academy. 
I wish we could create some more land out there for you. 


STATEMENT OF THE CHIEF OF. NAVAL PERSONNEL 


Captain Gace. It is an honor and a privilege to present to you 
that portion of the fiscal year 1958 military construction program 
sponsored by the Chief of Naval Personnel. 

Our mission, as you gentlemen know, is to provide and train per- 
sonnel for the operating forces. In this capacity we fully expect to 
meet overall strength objectives; however, shortages in the technically 
trained enlisted rates will continue to plague us, and we are concerned 
with the problem of retaining within the Navy men who possess these 
critical technical skills. 

We must meet this challenge by intensifying our training as more 
complicated ships, weapons, and propulsion systems are integrated 
into the fleet, and by making every effort to provide a standard of 
living conmensurate with the expectations of every American citizen. 
In keeping with this concept six items are being sponsored for author- 
ization. Each of these represents part of a comprehensive plan 
designed to achieve our objectives. 

We are requesting an increase in capacity for training machinists 
mates and boilermen at the Naval Traiming Center, Great Lakes, Il. 
Our plan is to install one-half of a destroyer powerplant, representa- 
tive of that found in our modern combatant ships. This will increase 
our training capacity and provide for instruction on up-to-date 
equipment. 

In order to provide trained radio operators in the numbers required, 
and simultaneously rectify an unsatisfactory condition in the material 
readiness of Navy radio equipment, we have included an item for 
expansion of the communications school at the naval training center, 
San Diego. At this school we plan to provide basic radioman training 
for more men, and to increase the course length to include mainte- 
nance training. We also plan to establish advanced technical courses 
for radiomen. 

In further implementation of our plan to improve living condi- 
tions, we have included the following items: 

The first increment of construction to provide the foundations for 
two dormitory wings at the United States Naval Academy, Annapolis, 
Md. These wings will increase the capacity of Bancroft Hall by 1,100 
spaces and will relieve the inordinately overcrowded conditions un- 
der which midshipmen are presently required to live. 

The first of two increments to replace substandard bachelor officers 
accommodations at the naval training center and Fleet Sonar School, 
San Diego, Calif. The present accommodations offered bachelor 
officers at this activity are among the most shameful to be found at 
any continental naval installation. In the interest of good manage- 
ment. and to realize economy in operations, we are planning for one 
consolidated bachelor officers quarters, centrally located to serve both 
activities. This will also accommodate officers of the fleet air defense 
training center, which is located nearby. 

The next item provides for the initial step toward replacing deterio- 
rated and substandard barracks at the Naval Receiving Station, 
Charleston, S, C. These barracks have now reached such a degree of 
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severe deterioration, aggravated by termite infestation, that they 
constitute an ever mounting risk to the safety of personnel billeted 
therein. Substandard living facilities, such as these, produce an ad- 
verse effect on the morale and health of the occupants. 

Our submission also contains an item for 2,160 barracks spaces for 
male recruits at the Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, IIl., to con- 
tinue construction in the first new recruit camp which was partially 
authorized and funded in fiscal year 1957. Until adequate facilities 
are provided, recruits must be housed under substandard and con- 
gested conditions such as have an adverse effect on health and morale. 

The program, as described above, represents a careful screening of 
all items proposed for sponsorship. 

We have attempted to achieve a balance between urgently needed 
replacement and augmentation items resulting from new or expanded 
requirements. Each item represents an important part of the perma- 
nent peacetime Shore Establishment, and will greatly improve morale 
and the state of training while effecting savings in manpower and 
money. 

NAVAL ACADEMY, ANNAPOLIS, MD. 


Captain Aires. Under the “Service school facilities” we are asking 
projects at four locations totaling $13,800,000. The first at the Naval 
Academy, Annapolis, Md., is the first of the two increments for dormi- 
tory construction for $1,602,000. At present there are 3,648 midship- 
men on board the Naval Academy while the existing dormitory was 
designed for 2,500. The midshipmen population is expected to re- 
main at an average of 3,600 leaving a deficiency of 1,100 spaces. The 
resulting crowded conditions prevent effective study, create dissatis- 
faction and reduce the effectiveness of the academic program. 

Senator Stennis. What is the cost in all? 

Captain Arms. $1,602,000. 

The actual construction of the 2 wings will be next year, at a total 
cost of $13,827,000, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Will that complete them now ? 

Captain Aires. We expect to complete the two wings along with 
what we are getting this year. 

Senator Stennis. Would you guarantee it ? 

Captain Atres. Unless costs are going up an awful lot more, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right, you are going to have 2 dormitories, 
or one that costs $13 million, plus this one ? 

Captain Ares. Two additional wings on the present dormitories. 

Senator Stennis. How many men will you take care of ? 

Captain Arxs. 3,600, approximately. 

Senator Stennis. How many additional ? 

Captain Aries. About 1,100 more in the two wings. 

Senator Stennis. Where are you putting those men now? You 
are not expanding the capacity of the Academy ? 

Captain Atres. They are occupying the present inadequate space in 
Bancroft Hall. 

Mr. BeLiev. How many men do you have to a room ? 

Captain Armzs. They have gone up as high as 6 in rooms where 
there were 2; in some cases there are 4. 

Mr. BeLirv. There is a program to modernize your dormitory 
space consistent with the numbers of people you are training. 
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Captain Ares. Right. 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. At West Point they converted the old riding 
academy into classrooms. That was done since I have been on the 
committee. 

Mr. BeLrev. Next year you have a plan for $13 million to complete 
the building. 

Captain Aires. To build the two wings. 

Mr. BeLzev. But even if you had the additional $13 million author- 
ization you couldn’t do anything this year ? 

Captain Artes. We wouldn’t place that under contract. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t see why you couldn’t do it if you pushed 
hard enough and do more than this. It will be August 1958, or July 
1958, before your next appropriation bill is signed. You can’t turn 
a wheel. 

Captain Airs. We will have all the plans ready and everything 
then to go right out and get it, that is what we are going to have done 
in this. We will have the foundations prepared and the final plans 
and everything made, so next year when we get our appropriation 
we will go right ahead with our contract to build these wings. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Captain Artes. The second project. 


NAVAL RECEIVING STATION, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


This provides for three 180-man standard 3-story barracks at 
the naval receiving station, Charleston, 8S. C., at a cost of $1,225,000. 
The eight existing barracks are temporary World War IT buildings 
which due to age, deterioration, and termite infestation have become 
a serious safety hazard. This is the first of two equal increments to 
replace the old barracks. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 


NAVAL TRAINING CENTER, GREAT LAKES, ILL. 


Captain Artes. This includes two items for Machinist Mates-Boiler- 
man School and Recruit Camp Barracks for $5,598,000. At the 
Machinist Mates-Boilerman School the present obsolete installation 
does not provide training in the typical type equipment used in the 
fleet. 

This building will include a typical shipboard installation as to 
levels and relative locations of one-half a destroyer main propulsion 
plant and one fireroom. The cost is $1,550,000. 

Senator Stennts. Is that all it will cost? 

Captain Aires. $1,550,000 for this school. To meet training require- 
ments, Naval Training Center, Great Lakes should have sufficient 
facilities to train 15,000 male recruits. Existing World War II tem- 
porary barracks have reached an advanced state of deterioration, are 
inadequate, drafty, difficult to heat, and promote a disproportionate 
high incidence of respiratory diseases. This item proposes the com- 
pletion of one 5,040-man capacity camp, started in fiseal year 1957, by 
construction of the remaining 2,160 barracks spaces for $4,048,000. 

Senator Srennis. You have $4 million. How are you getting along 
without it ? 
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Captain Armes. These mae are living in buildings built during 
World War II. They are rotting, they are very dangerous for per- 
sonnel tobe housed in. I have seen them. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, they are about to fall down? 

Captain Ares. One of them caught fire and within 5 minutes the 
whole inside was a mass of flames. 

They are weakened by dry rot—actually we are taking terrific 
chances keeping our people in there. 

Mr. BeLrev. What will be your deficit when you get through ? 

Captain Ares. We intend to have this station operate at about 
15,000-man capacity, 3 complete camps at this station. 

Senator Stennis. Put a question mark on that one. 

Let’s go to the next one. 


NAVAL TRAINING CENTER, SAN DIEGO, CALIF. 


Captain Atzes. The last project under this class requests communi- 
cations school facilities for $3,762,000 and a bachelor officers quarters, 
140-man with mess, for $1,613,000. Present communication school 
facilities can only accommodate 640 basic students. Because of an 
ever-increasing use of radio and electronic equipment in the Navy a 
requirement exists for facilities for a sustained enrollment of 1,200 
basic students and 288 advanced students. 

This will augment existing facilities to provide for enrollment of 
1,488 students. It includes laboratories, classrooms, training aids li- 
brary, equipment repair shops, lecture hall, administr ative spaces, 
and collateral equipment in a three-story masonry building. 

There are separate BOQ at the Naval Training Center and the Fleet 
Sonar School, San Diego. Both are World War II temporary wood 
frame buildings with gang-type heads and showers, flimsy partitions, 
poor ventilation. This is the first increment of a 300-officer-capacity 
requirement in 1 building to replace the 2 existing buildings for econ- 
omy of operation. 

Senator Stennis. What is the total cost? 

Captain Ares. $3,762,000 for the communication school. 

Senator Stennis. It says here, the first increment. 

Captain Ares. The second increment is another school building 
for $6 million, sir. There is going to be another building. This will 
be usable as it is now. 

Senator Stennis. First and final increment. 

Captain Aires. For this school we are proposing here, sir. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean, communications school ? 

Captain Ares. This school is for the. training of radio and per- 
sonnel working with radio and electronic equipment in the Navy for 
a sustained enrollment of 1,200 basic students and 288 advanced stu- 
dents. 

Senator Srennis. Why build such a small school? For that kind 
of training you have to have thousands of men; do you not? 

Captain Args. This i is the 6-months’ course and there will be an- 
other group of the same size. 

Senator Srennis. You say here, present 3,000 students, planned 
5,000. You are talking about 1,200 + I thought you meant that 
is your total capacity. 
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The next item is bachelor officers quarters with mess, increment 
$1,600,000. 

Captain Aires. Yes; that’s right. . 

Senator Srennis. First increment. What will be the total cost? 

Captain Aites. The second increment is estimated to cost $1,847,- 
000—or a total cost of $3,460,000. 

Senator Stennis. You have down here estimated cost of acquired 
facilities, $3,460,000. 

Captain Airs. Yes; the second increment will be about $1,800,000 
then. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is a complete package, includes furniture and 
labs / 

Captain Gage. For this increment. 

Senator Stennis. The communications school is going to be $5,- 
766,000, so you will have two more for it. 

Put a question mark by that one. 

Gentlemen, I am compelled to go, I’m sorry, what time do you 
have in mind in the morning ? 

( Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Stennis. Can you meet in the morning at 10? 

Captain Ares. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. Thank you very much for being here this after- 
noon. We will take a recess until tomorrow at 10. 

(Whereupon at 4:15 p. m., a recess was taken, to reconvene at 10 
a.m., Tuesday, June 11, 1957.) 
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TUESDAY, JUNE 11, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SuscoMMITTEE ON Mixirary ConstRUCTION 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment at 10:10 a. m. 
in room 212, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Stennis (presiding) and Jackson. 

Also present : K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Stennis. The committee will come to order. Where do we 


start / 
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Captain Artes. Page 97 is the first item. This is the communica- 
tion facilities, Mr. Chairman. 

‘aptain Fitz-Patrick is here. Admiral Bruton was here yesterday 
afternoon to take it up, but Admiral Burke called for him this morn- 
ing. Captain Fitz-Patrick has a statement, 

Captain Frrz-Parricx. The naval communication military con- 
struction program for fiscal year 1958 requires authorization in the 
amount of $24,244,000 for 12 projects of which 5 are in the conti- 
nental United States, 1 is in Hawali, 1 is in Guam, 1 is in Alaska, and 
4 are in foreign countries. 

2. These projects are the most urgent communication projects which 
support the program objectives of the Department of the Navy, and 
are of such necessity to the required improvement of the naval com- 
munication system as to require action in the fiscal year 1958 military 
construction program. All projects have been developed in conso- 
nance with military construction criteria, are phased to equipment, 
delivery dates and timing of operational requirements and are de- 
signed to meet approved program objectives as follows: 

(2) A total of three projects at Norfolk, San Diego, and Stockton, 
Calif., are designed to meet program objectives for: Modernization 
and augmentation of the carl communication system, automatic mes- 
sage relay, and enhancement of security of communications. 

(6) A project in northeastern Maine is designed to provide ex- 
tended communications coverage in the North Atlantic and in par- 
ticular to provide reliable communications to submarines. 

(c) Two projects involving new techniques are needed, one at 
Newport and one at Argentia, Newfoundland, to provide reliable 
communications between those points. 

(d) One project at Wahiawa, T. H., is designed to meet program 
objectives for modernization and improvement of the naval com- 
munications system, and to enhance security of communications. 
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(e) Three projects overseas are in support of National Security 
Agency requirements. 

(f) One project, at Guam, provides a bachelor officer quarters and 
mess. 

(g) One project, at Adak, Alaska, provides an enlisted men’s bar- 
racks. 


NAVAL COMMUNICATIONS STATION, NORFOLK, VA. 


Captain Arzs. In the communication facilities section of the pro- 
gram we are requesting projects for five locations. The first is it naval 
communication station, Norfolk, Va., for alterations to communica- 
tion center estimated to cost $443,000. 

Senator Stennis. What is the nature of if / 

Captain Attes. The Navy is taking advantage of the tremendous 
technical advances in communications equipment which offer increased 
speed and reliability with an attendant reduction in manpower. The 
improvement and modernization of the communication system by in- 
stallation of automatic switching equipment requires certain altera- 
tion and enlargement of the center. 

It is an automatic switching arrangement which we are inserting in 
some of our stations around the country, our big main stations. 

Mr. BeLiev. So they can meet with your principal command head- 
quarters, is that right? 

Captain Ars. Yes. 

Senator Srennts. I don’t understand that one. But go ahead to 
the next one. 

NAVAL COMMUNICATION NEWPORT, R. I. 


Captain Airs. The next project is for the naval communication 
station, Newport, R. I., where we are asking for communication facili- 
ties costing $1,175,000 and communication control link facilities at 
$222,000. These items provide for the construction of antennas, a 
radio operations building and a eontrol link. These facilities are 
required to institute a newly developed, highly reliable system of com- 
munication with naval station, Argentia. The system will employ the 
new technique of “forward scatter” and is predicted to be 99.9 per- 
cent reliable. 

This is our portion of the scatter system with which the three armed 
services jointly are covering the world. You undoubtedly heard about 
these in the Army and Air Force presentations. 

Mr. BeLarv. Your previous item for all the alterations to Norfolk 
was mostly the administrative type of communication center? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. It is tactical and logistic, sir. 

Mr. BeLrev. The next item here we have at Newport 
at Newport ? 


am I correct 





Captain Frrz-Patrick. Yes. That is basically operational. 

Captain Ares. That’s right. 

Mr. BeLrev. This one ties in with the Army and Air Force com- 
munication system in that part of the globe by using the scatter prin- 
ciple? 

Captain Attrs. That’s right. We have the North Atlantic assigned 
to us and this is the first step from Newport to Argentia. 
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Senator Srennis. So this is not just local communication but it is 
the whole area for the Atlantic? 4 

Captain Arrxs. The Newport one; yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. How extensive is this program? You say this 
is just the first, the beginning. 

Captain Aires. This is the first step across the Atlantic. It will 
later extend on from Argentia to Greenland and then on by two more 
steps to Europe. This is a new system which is 99.9 percent effective. 

Senator Srennts. Do you have an estimate on the entire cost of 
that? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. Approximately $12 million for the whole 
transatlantic system. 

Senator Stennis. That is certainly reasonable. 

Anything further? 

Captain Artrs. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 


NAVAL COMMUNICATION STATION, SAN DIEGO, CALIF. 


Captain Ares. The third project in the communication facilities 
class 1s for alterations to communications center, naval communication 
station, San Diego, Calif. This item is estimated to cost $100,000 and 
is required to accommodate the modern equipment which must be in- 
stalled at the center. 

Senator Srennis. Is it related to the other one or the same? 

Captain Artes. It is the same thing as at Norfolk—the installation 
of the modern linking equipment at San Diego. 

Senator Stennis. On the west ? 

Captain Atgs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennts. All right. What is the next one? 


NAVAL COMMUNICATIONS CENTER, STOCKTON, CALIF. 


Captain Artes. The next project is for the naval communications 
center, Stockton, Calif., where we are requesting communications con- 
trol link facilities including land acquisition for $460,000. 

Senator Stennis. How much land ? 

Captain Armrs. It is 3 acres there and will probably be a long-term 
lease. 

This item is incident to the relocation of the communication center 
to Stockton, Calif., and is required to provide vital repeater stations 
to complete the communication control link. The link system will 
afford means for reliable integration of the dispersed components 
of the naval communication station, San Francisco, which is the 
principal station supporting communications to the west coast, Alaska, 
and the Pacific Ocean area. 

Senator Stennis. Next item ? 


NAVAL RADIO STATION, WASHINGTON COUNTY, MAINE 


Captain Amxrs. The last project in the communication facilities 
class includes 3 items for $13,982,000 at naval radio station, Wash- 
ington County, Maine. The first item is a very low frequency trans- 
mitter building with copper shielding helix room for $1,865,000. The 
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building is required to house transmitting equipment provided for 
in the first increment of this item in the fiscal year 1956 program. 
The second increment in the fiscal year 1957 program provided for the 
land acquisition, utilities, and site improvements. 

The second item is for the very low frequency antenna facilities for 
$9,700,000. This item will be phased over a 2-year period and will 

rovide 13 of the necessar ‘y 26 towers with necessary anchors and 
foundations together with two helix houses. 

This facility must be placed in operation by the end of fiscal year 
1960 to meet urgent operational requirements. 

With a 2-year construction lead time the item must be authorized 
and appropriated in fiscal years 1958 and 1959. The last item of this 
project is electrical power facilities for $2,417,000. Included is a 
20,000 square foot generator building, generator equipment and asso- 
ciated substations, switchgear and distribution lines. The isolation 
of the station and the unique surge load imposed by simultaneously 
keyed high power transmitters make it economically impractical to 
obtain power with suitable characteristics by expansion and exten- 
sion of existing commercial facilities. This item must proceed con- 
currently with the construction of the radio transmitting facilities. 

Senator Stennis. What is this for ? 

Captain Arxs. This is a station for use in communicating with 
submarines in the North Atlantic, sir. 

Mr, BeLiru. This has no connection with your scatter communi- 
cation ¢ 

Captain Aires. No; this is low frequency. 

Mr. BeLrev. This is tactical for submarine warfare? 

Captain Ares. Tactical completely. 

Mr. BeLizv. What do you mean by helix room? 

Captain Atzs. It is the transmitter room. 

Mr. BeLrev. Is there a meaning for the word helix? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. The “helix” house is so-called because it con- 
tains a helix, or spiral-shaped antenna loading coil. 

Senator Stennis. This is a new program, new beginning ? 

Captain Artes. No; if you will recall a few years back we opened 
a large low-frequency "station out in the State of W ashington. That 
was used to communicate with submarines in the far reaches of the 
Northern Pacific. It also extends up around the Arctic. This will 
extend our coverage well across the North Atlantic. 

Senator Stennis. How did it work in the Pacific area? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. The station has been successful in the 
Pacific area, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. Why did you wait so long to get one primarily 
on the east side ¢ 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. It is primarily a case of having a number 
of things to do and doing them in order. 

Mr. BeLaev. I notice you are facing this one on the same basis. 
You are requesting approximately $9,700,000 authorization but you 
don’t propose to commit all of that immediately ? 

Captain Frrz-Parricx. Actually we are requesting $13,982,000 au- 
thorization in this bill. 

Mr. BeLtev. Yes, I beg your pardon. 

Captain Firz-Patrrick. We do plan to obligate it all this fiscal 
year. 
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Mr. BeLarv. You say this item will be phased over a period of 2 
years, as follows: Fiscal year 1958, $9,700,000; fiscal year 1959, 
$7,800,000. ; 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. This concerns the $9.7 million which is the 
first increment of the whole antenna and ground system, the total cost 
of which is contemplated as being $18 millon. 

Mr. BrLiev. It seems like quite a bit for an antenna. What occa- 
sions the heavy cost? 

Captain Frrz-Parricx. Primarily, sir, the high towers which aver- 
age 900 feet, a number of them totaling about 23 

Mr. BeLiev. Ground wave equipment # 

Captain Frrz-Parricx. The ground equipment consists of wire 
which must be buried in the ground to a dept of 14 to 18 inches. The 
total mileage of that wire is roughly 12 to 16 miles of actual wire 
buried in the ground which is approximately equal to the length of 
wire up in the antennas, 

Mr. BeLrev. Relatively low frequency ? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. It is a very low frequency—on the order 
of 18 kilocyeles. 

Senator Stennis. This $9,700,000 item, that must be your main 

Captain Artes. Antenna system. ‘The big towers and wires that go 
up in the air. It requires a great amount of steel in the construction— 
an awful lot of metal in this. 

Senator STENNIS. It won’t be operational until 1960? 

Captain Armrs. That is correct, sir. s 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. That is the scheduled date, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennts. All right, what is your next item? 








OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES, NAVAL 
RESEARCH LABORATORY, D. C. 


Captain Artes. The next projects are “Naval research,” sir. 

The program of military construction sponsored by the Office of 
Naval Research for fiscal year 1958 consists of two urgently required 
projects at a total estimated cost of $9,180,000. 

The project of first priority is for design and first increment of 
construction of a classified facility to be used in important research 
and other classified work. Funds in the amount of $1,300,000 were 
appropriated in fiscal year 1957 for architectural and engineering 
studies and partial instrumentation. Authorization and appropria- 
tion of $9 million is being requested in fiscal year 1958. This will be 
sufficient for model tests, engineering investigations, complete design, 
first increment of construction and land acquisition. 

The second project is for the addition of a fourth floor on the 
nuclear sesdaitch building at the Naval Research Laboratory, at an 
estimated cost of $180,000 to provide required space for the nuclear 
research program at the Laboratory. 

Senator Stennis. Where is that? 

Captain Artes. Bellevue, District of Columbia, on the other side 
of the river beyond Bolling Field. 

This is to provide an addition of a fourth floor on the Naval Re- 
search Building in the amount of $180,000. Additional space is 
urgently required to provide for nuclear physics research in support 
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of development ‘of nuclear powered ships and aircraft and nuclear 
weapons. 
Senator Stennis. All right, what is your next one? 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Captain Amgs. The next one is for the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
This is the last item, the last class of “Continental facilities.” 

Captain Etter, from the Bureau of Yards and Docks, is sitting 
here at my right. 

Captain Errer. There are 7 items in this program which will require 
new authorization in the amount of $5,821,000 including 6 items at 
activities under the management control of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks. The ‘seventh item at Naval Shipyard, Brooklyn, is part 
of a continuing program of navywide pollution abatement under 
Bureau of Yards and Docks sponsorship. 

Two of the proposed items will result in sizable savings. Con- 
struction of the electronic data processing building at Port Hueneme | 
will result in an immediate saving in maintenance and operation costs ) 
of approximately $7,500 annually and after 2 years of operation is 
expected to save an additional $171,000 annually in operating costs. 

The proposed construction of the dry provision and cold storage 
building at Port Hueneme will result in a saving of $34,000 per year 


from lower maintenance, operating and direct trucking costs. As | | 
you know, facilities at the construction battalion centers of necessity é 
were hastily constructed during World War IT and are of temporary : 
or semipermanent types of construction, are overage and in many cases 1 
wholly inadequate. 

Three new public works centers have been established within the | sg 
past 3 years: One at Pearl Harbor on July 1, 1954, one at Subic a 
Bay on July 1, 1955 and one at Guantanamo Bay on August 1, 1956. 

The utility systems operated by the public works centers must be | 
adequate to furnish required services and proper shop facilities must | 
be provided to enable the centers to perform their maintenance and | 
operating functions for the other activities. Accordingly, three such | 
items are being requested. | t 

One of these items is due to the rapid growth since World War II c 
of the Naval Base, Norfolk, served by the public works center, Norfolk, | 1 
which has greatly overloaded the slecttical power system. c 

Therefore, an item is included to correct the current inadequacies v 
of the present system. Similarly, water-supply deficiencies must also § 
be corrected at Guantanamo Bay. 

The Navy is continuing to cooperate with local municipalities in | 
eliminating the contamination of adjacent waters by proposing the P 
improvement of the sanitary sewerage system at Naval Shipyard, | 
Brooklyn. 

The specific objectives of class XI program are: | p 

(a) Provision of required facilities at Naval Construction Battalion 
center : ae 

Location 2 Some 7 ab 7 g 


Construction Battalion center, Port Hueneme, Calif : fiscal year 1958 
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(6) Provision of required support facilities at public-works centers : 


Authorization 
requested, 

Location fiscal year 1958 
Public-works center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, additional water-supply 

Re Re nl hh kh ocd hae ikea aol hn eee $1, 093, 000 

Public-works center, Norfolk, Va. : 

EC OWORIARRE COOLS DOOR nanan skeet ei a 120, 000 

Improvements to electrical power system (2d increment) _______ 3, 124, 000 
Public-works center, Subic Bay, Philippines: Utilities maintenance 

gehop ....... 542A ek a, ie he es 393, 000 


(c) Improvements and additions to sanitary sewerage systems of 
naval establishments to eliminate pollution of adjacent waters: 


Authorization 
requested, 
Location jiscal year 1958 
Pollution-abatement program, various locations: Naval Shipyard, 
TRROURLYG, Ne. Meccp sence hee esc ea ee ee $332, 000 


Captain Aitzs. The last class of projects in the continental section 
of the program is for Bureau of Yards and Docks facilities. There 
are three projects in this class andt he first is at the Naval Shipyard, 


Brooklyn. 


NAVAL SHIPYARD, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 


This item, for pollution abatement in the amount of $332,000, will 
provide a means of disposing the shipyard’s sewage which formerly 
emptied into a large city of New York sewer crossing the shipyard. 
That sewer has been abandoned by the city and the shipyard’s sewage 
will not flow unless the sewer is modified. 

This is to fit in with the city of New York plans for rerouting the 
sewers and to avoid ours and possibly even have to go into the river 
unless we make this connection, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right. The next item. 


PUBLIC WORKS CENTER, NORFOLK, VA. 


Captain Artes. The next project is to provide the public works cen- 
ter, Norfolk, Va., with a powerplant cooling tower for $120,000. The 
cooling water used in the ae for the central powerplant is 
itself cooled in a spray pond. Often this spray is blown by winds, 
causing a fog or even forming ice across heavily traveled city streets, 
which results in frequent accidents. A cooling tower to replace the 
spray pond will eliminate the hazard. 

Senator Stennis. All right. What is your next one? 

Improvements to electrical power system. Do you have your own 
power system there? 

Captain Errer. I beg your pardon? 

Senator Stennis. It says improvements to electrical power system, 
page 115. 

Captain Errer. Yes; we do both, sir. We generate the majority of 
our power and buy for peak loads. Whenever the load exceeds our 
generating capacity we buy through a tiein with the utility company. 

Senator Stennis. What is this, a replacement ? 

Captain Errer. No, sir. This is to provide generating capacity at 
Norfolk to take care of the additional loads. Just as we have talked 
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about the additional distribution systems that have been required at 
the shipyards to take care of additional loads, we also require the gen- 
erating capacity. 

Mr. BeLagv. In other words, you have been expanding the Norfolk 
complex building docks, new piers, drydoocks, et cetera. This is the 
electrical system to support the utility side of that complex? 

Captain ‘Ares. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. I would imagine your local utility companies 
would want to sell you all this current, would they not? 

Captain Errer. No, sir. They are quite satisfied with the situation 
for providing us with peak loads. We have an interchange agreement, 
and it works very nicely. Further, purchased power costs approxi- | 
mately twice as much as our generated power. 

Senator Stennis. And you say “improvements,” though. This is | 
more of a second increment to extension of your electrical system ; is | 
that right? 

Captain Errer. Yes, sir. What it amounts to is to provide the nec- | 
essary substations and switching gear required to operate a higher | 
voltage distribution there in connection with our other project which | 


= 


o> TD tet om O24 oe 


is for the naval base distribution system. This is the power end of the 
project. The public works center at Norfolk furnishes the power for 
the entire base complex. The distribution system was sponsored by 
the naval base. This item comes under the public works center, which 
is sponsored by the Bureau of Yards and Docks. Bs 

Senator Srennis. Next item? 


t] 

NAVAL CONSTRUCTION BATTALION CENTER, PORT HUENEME, CALIF. ; om 

Captain Artes. The last project is for the Construction Battalion | 
center, Port Hueneme, Calif., where we are requesting two items. The | ¢& 
first of these is an electronic data processing building costing $531,000. | ¢] 
increasing emphasis on rapid accounting and records keeping has_ | 
outmoded conventional business machines and has necessitated their | 
replacement with electronic data processing equipment. This building | ea 
is required to house the machines at Port Flueneme where the Bureau | lo 
of Yards and Docks’ account and record keeping are performed. | ty 

The second item is for a dry-provisions and cold-storage building | 
at $228,000. This item is for replacement of small, prefabricated, | to 
World War IT advance-base type refrigeration boxes and replacement er. 
of quonset type prefabricated storage buildings. 

These structures are all deteriorating rapidly despite a large main- | | 
tenance effort and are extremely costly to maintain and operate from | | 
both monetary and manpower bases. 1 3a 

Mr. BeLrev. Is it true that it is costing you now about $34,000 a | js 
year to maintain these existing structures ? | vo 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. be 

Mr. BeLarv. That would amortize this cost in about 6 vears if a vol 
new building is approv ed ? f 

Captain Armes. Exactly. val 

Senator Stennis. The next item? me) 

Captain Ares. That will be our overseas base items. This will be | 4 
in Book 3. 

Senator Stennis. And those are all the items here in this book ex- | itt 


cept classified ? ings 
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Do you have a statement here? 

Admiral Honstncrr. I made a statement the other day. I don’t 
have an additional statement. 

Captain Ates. The first class is “Shipyard facilities” starting with 
the project for the Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES SHIPYARD FACILITIES 
PEARL HARBOR NAVAL SHIPYARD 


This project contains two line items. 

The first item is for reconstruction of berths at a cost of $4,779,000. 
This is the principal repair pier which was damaged on December 7, 
1941, with subsequent deterioration over the years. The existing 
berths are conveniently located within the industrial area of the ship- 
yard but they lack suitable water depth, essential crane service, and 
utilities to effect modern, heavy ship repair. It is proposed to replace 
1,010 feet of low load capacity berthage with a new (50-pounds-per- 
square foot reinforced concrete dock and 1,052 feet of dock outboard of 
the present berthage; extend the crane service and dredge to 45 feet 
water depth. 

Senator Stennis. Before we leave that, do you mean there is still 
damage down there and you haven't finished reconstructing damage 
that occurred as a result of the initial attack on Pearl Harbor? 

Admiral Honstncrer. Yes, sir. This was a weakened pier before 
the Deceimber 7 attack and was damaged at that time and has not been 
repaired and does need replacement. 

Mr. BeLiev. How have you gotten along so well, or have you? 

Admiral Honstncrr. By doubling up the ships. With the modern 
carriers with the angled deck where the deck hangs over the side of 
the dock it isn’t practical to double ships up at berthing. 

Senator Stennis. What kinds of ships? 

Admiral Honstnerr. All kinds at Pearl Harbor, sir. The aircraft 
carriers of the Navy used to be capable of doubling up but are no 
longer capable of doubling up because of the angled decks. All 
types of ships would use this pier. It could take the larger ships. 

Mr. BeLiev. This requirement for wharves and docking is similar 
to the requirement caused for runway extension by the new jet air- 
craft. 

Captain Ates. Exactly. 

Mr. BeLrev. When you consider utilizing the new supercarriers? 

Captain Aitxs. Yes, sir. 

_ Mr. BeLiev. It is stated in the justification sheet that if the yard 
is not provided, you won't realize savings which would be there if 
you had centralized location for the large ships and you wouldn’t 
” plagued by the high maintenance costs. How much does that in- 
volve each year? 

Admiral Honstncrer. May I ask Admiral Pyne, the former ship- 
yard commander out there ? ; 

Admiral Pyne. I didn’t quite get the question. 

Mr. BeLiev. The justification sheet page No. 22 says: 

If this item is not provided, either, the yard will be plagued with high main- 


tenance costs of existing deteriorated docks and the yard will not realize sav- 
ings offered by this centralized dock. 
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Do you have any figures of what the costs have been during the past 
few years? 

Admiral Pyne. I don’t have it here. We can get it for you. 

Senator Stennis. You say you can justify this item. Your justi- 
fication contains strong words but we need some figures to back up 
the strong statement you made. 

Admiral Pyne. We can get that for the record. 

Japtain Airs. We can “put something in the record on that one. 

Senator Srennis. Put a mark on that one until the proof comes 
in on the actual cost. I am surprised that you had not gotten the 
restoration. I wouldn’t be surprised for an expansion. T am sur- 
prised you didn’t get the damaged parts restored. | 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The center portion of the principal repair pier at Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard | 
was originally built in 1918, with a designed permissible loading of 400 pounds 
per square foot. Since that time, the natural deterioration due to age has 
reduced permissible loading to 250 pounds per square foot. This deterioration | 
was somewhat aggravated by, but was not the sole result of, damage sustained 
during the Pear] Harbor attack. Such repairs as were practical were made at 
that time, but complete repair of the pier would have required total rebuilding, 
since the damage was mainly further weakening of the piers and foundation | 


structure. The required loading for these berths is now 750 pounds per square 1 
foot. r 
The average annual expenditure for maintenance of these berths over the 
past 3 years has been $4,000. This figure is not truly indicative, however, since 
( 


the pier has reached the point that within the next 2 years replacement of sheet ; 
piling and utilities and other work will be required at an estimated cost of | g 


$250,000, and even that would allow only limited usage. j 

It is emphasized that the basic requirement here is to rehabilitate the principal 
repair pier at Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard and provide it with proper utilities, | 
crane service, and adequate load limits in order to permit the yard to serve | a 
effectively our major fleet units. Si 

Senator Stennis. The next item is on the crane trackage ? a 

Captain Arzes. Yes. | > 

The second item is for extension of crane trackage at drydock No. 4 | k 
at a cost of $1,297,000. This will provide crane service for the new, | 
angled deck carriers. Drydock No. 4 is the only United States dry- | P 
dock in the Pacific Ocean area large enough to accommodate the | 
CVA-59. 

That CVA-59 is the Forrestal class of aircraft carrier. The tracks T 
will be positioned a sufficient distance from the edge of the drydock ta 
to clear the angled deck and to allow 50-ton portal crane service the 
full length of the carrier; 8,445 square yards of paved work area will ar 
also be provided. | as 

Senator Stennis. You put the planes on the carriers with a crane? S1¢ 

Admiral Honsineer. We don’t load the planes onto the ships so | 
much, it is a matter of handling the repair work on the ship. In 

Senator Stennis. All right, let’s go to the next one. ki 

10 
ad 


NAVAL BASE, SUBIC BAY, LUZON, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 
Cay} 
Captain Ares. The next item is for “Naval Base, Subic Bay, Luzon, | at 
Philippine Islands,” for a station hospital and supporting facilities 


and road dev elopment at a total cost of $3,287,000. of 
This is the third increment of station hospital and supporting facili- | for 

ties. The first increment providing dispensary service was authorized | 

under Public Law 155, 82d Congress; the second increment, incre: ising | 
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this to infirmary service, was authorized in Public Law 161, 84th 
Congress. It is now pr oposed to provide hospital service with sup- 
orting facilities consisting of 10 items. 

The first item is for the station hospital at a cost of $761,000. This 
will provide a 42-bed extension including a 16-bed dependents’ wing 
and 26-bed general ward. This item will bring the total bed capacity 
to 100 to service 15,433 persons including dependents and fleet support. 
The items also provide for operating and laboratory equipment, out- 
patient clinic, officers’ mess, and Navy y exchange branch in addition to 
the wards. 

The second item is for maintenance building including shop equip- 
ment at a cost of $69,000. This will provide maintenance service for 
87,128 square feet of building area and 4 acres of ground area with a 
total plant value of approximately $4,700,000. 

The third item is for a barracks building for corpsmen at $192,000. 
This will provide berthing for 70 men or 68 percent of the enlisted per- 
sonnel required to staff a 100-bed naval hospital. The remainder will 
be accommodated in family housing units. 

The fourth item is for nurses’ quarters at a cost of $ $240, 000. This 
will provide a standard 20-man bachelor officers quarters, 2 story, with 
the capacity increased to 24 by the addition of 2 rooms on each floor. 
This will accommodate 24 nurses required to staff the 100-bed hospital. 

The fifth item is for a 500 square foot Navy exchange branch at a 


. cost of $30,000. This exchange will service the patients, corpsmen, 


and nurses at the hospital since the main and only existing exchange 
is 7 miles away and the nearest proposed branch will be 3 miles distant. 

The sixth item is for utilities to serve the proposed hospital facilities 
at a cost of $76,000. This is the third and final increment of utility 
ser'vices for the hospital facilities. 

The seventh item is for addition to the powerplant at a cost of 
$145,000. This will provide one 40-horsepower boiler and one 300- 
kilowatt diesel generator set with associated accessories to provide 
normal heating and powerload for the expanded hospital facilities 
plus the required reserve for normal outages for maintance and 
upkeep. 

The eighth item is for an incinerator building at a cost of $51,000. 
This will provide a disposal facility of 1.5 ton capacity for con- 
taminated waste and refuse from the hospital. 

The ninth item is for roads, walks, and parking for the hospital 
area at a cost of $76,000. This item icludes 5,500 square yards of 
asphaltic concrete roads and drainage, 642 square yards of concrete 
sidewalks, and 125.lineal feet of covered walks for adequate access 
to the various components of the hospital which is being constructed 
in an undeveloped area. 

The tenth and final hospital item is for an addition to the air-condi- 
tioning plant equipment at a cost of $101,000. This will provide 
added equipment for 125 tons of air conditioning, bringing the total 
capacity to 250 tons required for proper care and health ‘of patients in 
a tropical area hospital. 

The final item for naval base, Subic Bay, is for the first increment 
of road development at a cost of $1,537,000. This item will provide 
for realinement, widening, and ene the main highway from 
Subic Creek Point to Kalaklan Road, a new bay highway iy from 
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Kalaklan Road to Cubi Point Road near the tank farm and 3 re- 
inforced concrete bridges spanning 3 rivers. 

These sections of highway are urgently required to facilitate safe 
and efficient transportation and to provide adequate means of liaison 
between activities in the Subic Bay area. That portion of the exist- 
ing highway between Subic Creek Point and fleet recreation center 
is in hazardous condition, accounting for about 25 accidents annually 
which have included 4 fatalities and 40 serious injuries over an 8-year 


period. 
Senator Stennis. We are not expanding our activities at this base, 
are we? 


Captain Ares. Yes; that base is being built up to be our main base 
in the western Pacific, sir. We are looking forward to the day when 
our Seventh Fleet will use this as its principal base for support in 
those operations out there, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Well, I don’t know a thing about it. I under- 
stood that is why we were spending so much money on Okinawa. I’ 
thought you were going to make that one of your main installations. 

Captain Ares. That is not a fleet base in any way, sir. There 
are no repair facilities, no fleet support in the sense that we use the 
fleet support. 

Senator Srennis. This says it was started in 1901 and you only 
have $250,000 invested there. 

Captain Airs. That is in just the naval base itself. 

That is a rather complex setup there. Commander McCarthy of ~ 
the Bureau of Ships is here. He has a very good overall picture of 
what we are planning and what we presently have in Subic Bay, if 
you would like to hear his presentation. 

Senator Stennis. Well, if he would give us a brief statement. 

Captain Aizes. I think he could give you a summary of this. 

Senator Stennis. Come around and have a seat. 

Commander McCarrny. Are you familiar with the location and the 
general setup of this? 

Senator Srennis. I remember a map that showed it when you had 
it here once. You have a huge installation there, do you not ? 

Commander McCarrny. Yes; we have had authorized a total of 
$156 million to date and we are pretty well over the hump. 

Senator Srennis. This shows $252,000. 

Commander McCartuy. Not much of this has gotten into in- 
ventory. Even though many of the structures are beneficially 
occupied, it is not completed and accepted. This is Manila [indicat- 
ing on chart], Corregidor, and Subic Bay and Clark Field here. This 
shows the area which includes most of our military installations in 
the Philippine Islands, all the principal ones. The next chart will 
show you 

Senator Stennis Excuse mea minute. This is Corregidor ? 

Commander McCarrny. Yes, this is the Bataan Peninsula. 

Senator Stennis. Wasn’t there an installation here called Fort 
Frank ? 

Commander McCarrnuy. Yes, that has been turned back to the | 
Philippines. All of Corregidor and the associated installations have 
been turned back to the Philippines. We retained a small piece at | 
Mariveles and a small piece at Quitang Point which is the Air Force | 
POL depot. 
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Senator Stennis. Going back to World War II, then Fort Frank 
was attached to and a part of the defenses at Corregidor? 

Commander McCarthy. It was what we used to call the concrete 
battleship. It was a rock which has superimposed upon it a concrete 
superstructure and the guns, I believe, were actually, naval guns in- 
stalled around 1922. 

Senator Stennis. That fell along with Corregidor ? 

Commander McCarruy. Yes, it was separated by about 2 miles 
across the south channel but it was part of the integrated defense of 
Corregidor. 

Senator Srennis. These men were captured here and taken back 
up here? 

Commander McCartruy. The notorious death march occurred in 
this general direction up into this area and along here. 

Mr. BeLiev. Along this length here / 

Commander McCarrny. The little towns associated with it are 
located here. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is the Bataan Peninsula and the Subic complex 
is at the base where Bataan takes otf from the main land. 

Commander McCarruy. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. These men were kept prisoners somewhere up in 
here. 

Commander McCartuy. This was the first marshaling point for 
prisoners up in here. 

Senator Srennis. This facility we are talking about—we have to 
get back to our subject here—this naval base you call it Subic Bay. 
What item are we talking about now ? 

Commander McCartuy. This item refers to this little spot right 
here which is where we have developed the hospital site. 

Senator Stennis. Is that out in the water now? 

Commander McCartny. No; this is up at about 550 feet elevation. 

Senator Stennis. Well, you have a hospital, third increment, that is 
an extended wing, is it? 

Captain Atrs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Then the maintenance building? 

Captain Aries. Yes, barracks building, nurse quarters, and a Navy 
exchange branch. 

Senator Srennis. All this goes with the hospital. ~ 

Captain Arms. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Why do you have to build a separate building 
for a branch of the Navy exchange? 

Captain Ares. Well, it is going to be many miles from the main 
exchange. 

Commander McCarruy. We do not intend to build a separate 
building. This amount of money would not cover that. This is for 
a Navy exchange facility within the same building, but it is the 
added cost to the building represented by that. 

Mr. BeLiev. $30,000? 

Commander McCarruy. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Powerplant expansion. You already have a 
powerplant there or will you expand one? 

Commander McCarrny. Either in the first or second increment 
we put in a substation which will have enough capacity to handle 
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the entire hospital but will have no standby. This part will give us 
the standby capacity that we need. 

Senator Stennis. This air-conditioning plant, is that for the hos- 
pital itself ? 

Commander McCarruy. Yes; that is the only one of these build- 
ings which is air conditioned. 

enator Stennis. Wouldn’t it cost more than $100,000 ? 

Commander McCarruy. That is the best figure we have, sir, and 
we have already put in—again we are duplicating what we already 
have there for standby purposes and for maintenance and so on, so 
that figure should be pretty good, sir. 

Senator Srennis. You are duplicating what you already have. 
You don’t have air conditioning now. 

Commander McCarruy. It is air conditioned now; yes, sir, but as 
it stands now, we have only one main air-conditioning compressor 
plant that must be kept running at all times. We can’t secure it 
for maintenance purposes. If there is a breakdown, the hospital 
air conditioning stops, and air conditioning is an absolute must there. 
This will give you some idea of the climatic conditions. It is pretty 
hot and humid. 

Mr. BeLiev. How does it compare with the Washington climate? 

Commander McCarruy. In comparison with Washington, I have 
some figures here. The daily maximum temperature reaches 98. 
The daily average is just over 80. The lowest month of the year is 
March when it gets down at night to about 62. The annual average 
humidity is 73 with about 86 peak. The annual rainfall is 112.9 
inches as compared to Washington 45.66. 

Senator Srennis. How long have you had this air-conditioning 
unit there ? ‘ : : 

Commander McCarruy, It has been installed in connection with 
the first and second increment, sir. It will go in commission the end 
of this month or the first of next month, 

Senator Srennis. This is for standby capacity ? 

Commander McCartuy. Yes, to permit maintenance of the exist- 
ing unit. 

Senator Stennis. Is this your third and last increment now for 
the hospital ? 

Commander McCarrny. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. What about your road development, first incre- 
ment, $114 million? 

Commander McCartny. That project is intended to provide a 
means of transportation between activities which will avoid having to 
go through activities going from one to another. The existing road 
runs along here. It is a very poor road, very narrow, winding, and 
steep. We have had many fatal accidents on it. Then it comes down 
and through the naval station and naval base area proper, then it 
runs right along the north edge of the inner basin. This being the 
site of the supply center, it cuts off the center from the waterfront. 
It comes down the east side of the basin, effectively cutting off the 
POL set up from its waterfront. 

Senator Stennis. That is interesting but we will have to get along. 

How many increments will you have to that road ? 

Commander McCarriry. We believe we may have a second in- 
crement. 
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Senator Srennis. You ought to know, shouldn’t you? 

Commander McCarruy. We know there is a second increment if 
the Shore Station Development Board decides that it is justifiable, sir. 

Senator Srennis. How much do you think it will cost? I know 
you can’t be accurate. Is this half the cost of the road? 

Commander McCarruy. It is considerably more than half of the 
road. The remainder would be about one-third or less. 

Senator Srennis. Anything further ¢ 

The next item ¢ 


NAVAL STATION, SUBIC BAY, LUZON, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


Captain Ares. The next project is for Naval Station, Subic Bay, 
Luzon, Philippine Islands, for personnel facilities at a total cost of 
$8,993,000. ‘This project plus the preceding naval base project will 
provide minimal support facilities for our personnel at Subie which 
we feel is not only a moral reponsibility but good business. 

The first item is for 3 standard 180-man barracks buildings with 
normal collateral and utilities at a cost of $1,504,000. The three 172- 
man barracks buildings authorized in fiscal year 1956 have been com- 
pleted but the total requirement for naval base activities is for 1,271 
men, This item plus the 70-man corpsman barracks item in the pre- 
ceding project will reduce the overall deficit to 145 men. 

The next item is for a laundry and dry-cleaning plant at a cost of 
$1,117,000. This plant is required to service a total of 8,520 persons 
as the existing temporary structure erected in 1945 is not usable. 

The following items, 3 through 10, comprise the much needed com- 
munity center facilities. 

Item No. 3 is for high-school facilities at a total cost of $644,000. 
This school will serve the entire United States population at the naval 
base, Naval Air Station, Cubi Point and naval communication 
facilities, San Miguel and Marong. 

It is estimated that 300 to 325 children of the families concerned 
are in the junior-senior high-school group. Due to the poor facilities 
for teen-age schooling in this area, families are forced with alterna- 
tives of utilizing expensive private schools in Baguio, using corre- 
spondence courses, or leaving teen-age dependents with relatives in 
the United States. 

The fourth item is for elementary-school buildings at a cost of 
$372,000. This item will replace and consolidate elementary-school 
facilities now located in widely scattered quonset huts which are in 
advanced stages of deterioration. 

The fifth item is for a commissary store and warehouse at a cost of 
$540,000. This store and warehouse building is intended to meet ex- 
panding requirements. By 1958 it is expected that it will serve about 
1,200 families, or 4,300 people, with monthly sales of approximately 
$200,000, 

The sixth item is for a Navy exchange, including a filling station, 
at a cost of $449,000. This item will replace the existing deteriorated 
temporary buildings now in use. Since the local community is unable 
to provide any such facilities, this item will provide for 100 percent of 
the requirements for a conservative estimate of 6,000 persons. 

The seventh item will provide outdoor athletic and recreational fa- 
cilities at a cost of $300,000. This will provide a combination baseball, 
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softball, field, and track, 8 tennis courts, 2 volleyball courts, and a 
playground for the elementary school. 7 

he eighth item is for an elementary school in the Binictican area : 
at a cost of $1,072,000. This will provide elementary-school facilities 
for the school-age children of the 546 families to be housed in units 
planned for this area. 

The ninth item is for an elementary school for the Bajac-Bajac 
area at a cost of $1,141,000. This item provides the elementary-school 
facilities for the school-age children of families to be housed in the 489 
units planned for the Bajac-Bajac area. 

The 10th and final item is for the community-center site develop- 
ment at a cost of $1,854,000. This item includes filling and grading 
of approximately 43 acres and utilities for the community center. 

Mr. BeLiev. What is the difference between the naval station and 
the naval base ? 

Captain Ares. The naval base is the headquarters. 

Mr. BeLizv. Housekeeping ? 

Captain Atirs. The overall command setup of the place. The naval 
station is the housekeeping setup for the coordinated housekeeping of 
the area. Those facilities would be under the naval station, whereas 
the naval base is the command, and provides facilities for the adminis- 
tration of the whole Navy complex. 

Mr. BeLiev. Then your naval station would have what ? 

Captain Ares: Principally the housekeeping facilities. 

Mr. BeLiev. Laundry, cleaning, schools, and so forth ? 

Captain Armes. That’s right. 

Mr. BeLiaev. The other one would be your operation and command 
facilities ? 

Captain Aires. That’s right. Your main roads and the main medi- 
cal facilities. Actually, this hospital facility is now under the naval 
base. When it is completed, it will be established as a naval hospital 
and will be a separate activity of the naval base. It will not be in- 
cluded in the naval base as it is now. 

Senator Stennis. Let’s go over these items here. You have bar- 
racks ; that is, for enlisted men ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. Three standard 180-man barracks build- 
ings. Normal collateral and utilities at a cost of $1,504,000. 

enator Stennis. All right. You have a laundry and dry-cleaning 
plant ? 

Captain Ames. For $1,117,000. 

Senator Stennis. You can’t get that elsewhere ? 

Captain Armes. No, sir. There is nothing but a little native village 
outside of this base. 

Senator Stennis. Now, your schools. How many children are you 
going to take care of in your junior, senior high school, the elemen- 
tary school, and then two other elementary schools ? 

ommander McCarruy. If I may answer to that, Senator. We 
have made a thorough study, and the best estimate we can come up 
with is that we will have between 1,200 and 1,300 schoolchildren 
there. 

Senator Stennis. Are they children of the men in the service and 
also the civilians ? 

Commander McCarrtuy. Yes, sir. There will be some, but not 
many, civilian dependents. All United States nationals. 
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Senator Stennis. Do you happen to know how many people you 
have—of course, the men in service stationed there, and then the num- 
ber of civilian employes. Do you have those figures there ? 

Commander McCarruy. I have it in the breakdown in the supple- 
mentary justification. 

Senator Srennis. Here is the thing. You have a request here for 
a community center. I imagine there will be some other installments 
of it, wouldn’t there ? 

Commander McCarruy. Yes, sir. The community center will have 
a further increment for a gymnasium which will serve the schools 
there, among other things, and a chapel. The best estimate we have 
right now is that we will have by 1958 a total of 349 officers, 3,363 
enlisted men, and about 275 Department of the Navy civilians, and 
that will total just under 4,000, sir. 

Senator Stennis. When you say civilians, you mean ? 

Mr. BreLiev. Not indigenous. 

Commander McCarrnuy. United States nationals; stateside hires, 
as they are called out there. 

Senator Stennis. I don’t recommend to the full committee the fa- 
cilities there that you need. If this is going to be a permanent mat- 
ter, that’s all right. But I am beginning to have the idea that we 
will have a lot of vacant places left around in various parts of the 
world. 

Commander McCarruy. Sir, we have been there since 1901. 

Senator Stennis. Let me finish my statement, please. 

Commander McCarruy. I am sorry. 

Senator Stennis. We are building everywhere, and I don’t believe 
we can maintain them all. I just don’t think we can, and I don’t 
think we should. Somebody is going to look at all these vacant places 
later and want to know who put them up and they will look back 
here and find out that Captain Ailes recommended all of them and 
that I approved them and so forth. Anything you need and that you 
are going to use for a permanent site, I am for it, but, just because 
somebody wants it, I don’t think that is enough reason. 

Captain Ares. This is to be our major permanent base in the 
Western Pacific. That is what we envision the Subic Bay complex 
to be, if and when we leave Japan permanently. 

Senator Stennis. This is where you plan to pull back to? 

Captain Attes. Yes; this is where our fleet will be based in the West- 
ern Pacific. 

Mr. BeLirev. If you didn’t have this, you would have to move back to 
Pearl Harbor? 

Captain Ares. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. I suppose we have all kinds of agreements with 
the Philippine Government about our rights in there. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. This is one base out there which is prac- 
tically the No. 1 “must” in our agreements with those people. 

Senator Srennis. If so, why are you so late getting around to it? 
This is 1957. 

Captain Artes. We have agreements which cover this, but they are 
being renegotiated all the time. 

Senator Stennis. I mean the building of it. Why is this so late in 
the program ? 
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Captain Amrs. We have been doing what we could with a lot of 
temporary things we put up during the war. The airfield took a long 
time. We had to move a mountain to build that. 

Senator Srennis. All right; that seems like a nice setup. 

Mr. BeLiev. On your roads, for instance, over a million dollars, 
what will happen if you deferred that for a year! 

Captain Aries, One part of this road on the northern end there, we 
have had many accidents and casualities on it. That section should go 
immediately. The other part of it, toward the south of the station, 
is to get the traflic out of the station around the perimeter and away 
from the activities. For the orderly development of the station the 
road should go ahead in order to permit the rest of the development to 
proceed smoothly. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

Mr. BrLiev. Recently the committee heard about a so-called break- 
down in negotiations in the Philippines. 

That had an effect on this base development concept ? 

Captain Atres. No, I don’t think it will affect this. Where they are 
having trouble with negotiations, that has not hurt in this area par- 
ticularly, that is down in the Manila area. 

Mr. BreLiev. Do you think the future existence of the base is jeop- 
ardized by the current negotiations / 

Captain Aites. We do not think so. We think we will get this. We 
think the Philippines recognize our need for that. 

Senator Srennis. I notice the laundry showing up in these areas, 
these various countries. I had the idea that with all the m: anpower 
and womanpower that exists in the overpopulated countries of the 
world laundry would be one thing that would be available. Once I 
was in Spain, and I think some of the nicest laundries I have ever had 
anywhere were there. Some lady came to the hotel and took it out. 
What do you find about a situation like that, say in the Philippines? 

Captain Airs. In the Philippines, from my own experience, you 
give them clothing to launder and you get about half of it back and 
that beaten to pieces. Their usual method of laundering is to take 
the clothing to a stream and put it over a rock and beat it with another 
rock. It is very primitive and hard on the kind of clothes we wear. 
We will undoubtedly use native labor in this laundry. With the right 
tools they “an do the proper job. You let them use their method and 
then it is hard on clothes. 

Mr. BeLiev. What are you going to do for a laundry now? 

Captain Ares. We have one advanced base type that is in an old 
quonset. It is just about worn out. That has been used for about 12 
years. They weren’t built to last that long. 

Senator Srennis. How do you manage a laundry? Who operates 
it? 

Captain Atzs. It is operated through our Navy exchange service, 
using native labor whenever we can possibly get them. 

Senator Srennis. And everyone pays for the laundry they have 
done, I suppose ? 

Captain Aites. Exactly, yes. 

Senator Stennis. [ am sure you have to have it in certain places of 
the world. Iam interested in your description of the way they wash 
the clothes. 
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Captain Aires. In a place like this it is a real must. The humidity 
and heat in this place create quite a laundry problem. 

Senator Stennis. All right. What is your next item? 

Thank you very much. ‘That is very interesting. 

Next item ? 


FLEET BASE FACILITIES 
NAVAL STATION, ADAK, ALASKA 


Captain Aites. The second class for our overseas portion of our 
program is fleet base facilities. The first project in this class is for 
the naval station, Adak, Alaska. 

The first item is for the extension and modification of the existing 
station hospital at a total cost of $246,000. The existing facilities do 
not provide adequate medical care for dependents in this area. Since 
no other medical facilities are available within 1,000 miles of Adak, 
it is proposed to remedy this situation by providing a dependents wing 
at the existing station hospital. 

The second item is for family housing units at a cost of $3,660,000. 
Our goal is to provide family housing ‘for the conservative figure of 
80 percent of the personnel in the Adak area who, by reason of grade 
or service, are eligible for quarters. The first ine ‘rement of this item 
was authorized in fiscal vear 1956 for a total of 71 units. Sixty-one of 
these units will be completed by October 1957. There is still a need for 
271 units in order to reach our goal. This item is for the second in- 
crement of the housing program and will provide 61 MIEMQ’s and 20 
MCQ’s. 

The third and last item for naval station, Adak, is for an extension 
to the recreation building at a cost of $759,000. The existing gym- 
nasium and 6 bowling alle *ys are housed in a temporary, wood frame 
structure located 2 miles from the station barracks. Weather condi- 
tions and the lack of transportation in this area prevent full use of 
these facilities. It is proposed to extend the present recreation build- 
ing, which is a permanent-type building adjacent to the enlisted men’s 
barracks, to provide a readily ace essible gymnasium and eight bowling 
alleys. 

Senator Srennis. I have been in Alaska. I am for everything 
you have there for recreation and so forth. But what I object to is 
that it costs you so much money to build. This family housing, second 
increment, how much did we allow on that before ? 

They charged me 50 cents for a shine and $2.50 for a haircut. That 
gave me an indication of what the other costs are. 

Captain Artes. Our first increment was $2,485,000. 

Senator Stennis. Will this be the second and last? 

Captain Artes. There will be a third increment on that. 

Mr. BeLiev. Whi it is your total housing requirement ? 

Captain Airs. 342 additional capacity required. We have a re- 
quirement for 609 f: iacity units. 

Senator Srennis. Just give us what your total requirement will be 
and what the total cost will be on your family housing for this in- 
stallation. That will give us the picture of it. 
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Captain Ares. Pretty close to $17 million, sir. We have previously 
obtained $2,485,000. We have $3,660,000 here. 

It is anticipated in the future we will have to spend $10.7 million 
more. 

Senator Srennis. What is the nature of this? It says, “Fleet and 
air support.” 

Captain Airs. Yes. This is the northern anchor of the Pacific 
extension of the DEW line, sir. Planes operate from Midway to 
Adak, sir, and there are also communication facilities on this island. 

Mr. BeLrev. What is the duty tour up there? 

Captain Ames. Two years with dependents. 

Mr. BeLiev. Are you planning on building schools there 

Captain Aites. We have existing schools. We have no plans for 
any more. 

Mr. BeLirev. What is the highest percentage for your eligible per- 
sonnel that you plan to provide houses for ¢ 

Captin Ares. Eighty percent of eligible personnel. 

Senator Stennis. That is pretty rough country up there. You have 
to do something for them. What did you say about the schools now ? 
I was thinking of something else. 

Captain Artes. We have existing schools in existing buildings. 

Senator Srennis. You don’t plan to enlarge this installation any 
more ¢ 

Captain Artes. We don’t have any plans beyond that. 

Senator Stennis. I beg your pardon ? 

Captain Artes. We have no plans for any further schools. 

Senator Stennis. Allright, your next item / 


HEADQUARTERS, COMMANDER IN CHIEF, PACIFIC CAMP H. M. SMITH, AIEFA, 
OAHU, T. H. 


Captain Ares. The next is at the Headquarters, Commander in 
Chief, Pacific, at Camp H. M. Smith, Aiea, Oahu, T. H. 

The first item is for additional telephone facilities, a sprinkler 
system in troop housing building, and an additional parking area at 
a total cost of $332,000. In July 1957, Commander in Chief, Pacific, 
will assume additional command responsibilities due to disestablish- 
ment of Commander in Chief, Far East. As a result there will be an 
increase in staff from 221 to 529 persons. 

We are doing this work in an existing facility on Oahu and the 
additional personnel will be moved into what was the old naval 
hospital, Aiea, which was closed up when the Army’s Tripler Hos- 
pital took over the whole medical requirement there for the services. 

Mr. BeLarv. Is this requirement a result of the shift of the head- 
quarters from Japan to Hawaii ? 

Captain Artes. Exactly. ‘ 

Senator Stennis. This is a re-do of the hospital ? 

Captain Ares. It is a modification of the hospital to serve this 
purpose. 

Senator Stennis. What page are you on / 

Captain Artes. Page 31-C. 

Senator Stennis. Next item. 
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NAVAL STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 


Captain Ares. The next project is for naval station, Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba. 

The first. item is for a powerplant and electrical system at a cost 
of $3,170,000. This is the second increment of the item to increase 
and consolidate the electrical facilities at Guantanamo. The exist- 
ing powerplants at the mainside station are of temporary construc- 
tion and widely separated, resulting in costly operating and mainte- 
nance costs in addition to being deficient in output. The first in- 
crement. of this item, authorized in fiscal year 1957 to install a tie 
line and connecting substations between the mainside and Leeward 
Point was placed under contract in April. 

This item is for a central powerplant and distribution lines at the 
mainside station. This will provide approximately one-half the 
firm generating capacity needed to serve the base through 1961. It 
will be capable of expansion to provide a firm gener: ating capacity 
of 10,000 kilowatts at which time the existing plants will be placed 
in standby for emergency use only. 

The next item is for sewage disposal facilities at a cost of $1,529,000. 
The existing sewerage system discharges into various coves adjacent 
to the base which has produced conditions which are offensive and 
dangerous to the public health. 

This item will improve the existing condition by providing a new 
interceptor sewer from all the existing outfalls and will discharge well 
clear of the base into the Caribbean. 

Senator Stennis. How many increments do you have there? This 
is the second on the powerplant. 

Captain Aires. This is the second of three. The third increment 
is $4,680,000. 

Senator Stennis. You have such a complete page of information 
here that I hesitate to make any suggestions about adding to it, but 
next year when you make it up if you could have a way of indi- 

cating 

Captain Aires. On page 32, sir, you see in that little table at the 
bottom, page 32. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I am looking at page 32. 

Captain Artes. You see opposite the powerplant in the last three 
columns there it ‘says estimated cost of required facilities, prior au- 
thorization and this one, then what remains will be future increment. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, following on across. 

Mr. BeLiev. Last year you received authorization for $680,000. 

Captain Arzes. Yes. 

Mr. BeLiev. In this you are requesting $ 
million. 

Captain Artes. In the future. 

Senator Stennis. Where do you get the $4.6 million ? 

Captain Ares. It is the difference between the 7,850 and the 2 
increments here, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BeLrev. That means your total will cost you around $8.4 mil- 
lion in round figures ? 

Captain Artes. Yes; in round figures. 
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Senator Srennis. Estimated cost of required facilities column 
8, $7.4 million ? 

Captain Artes. The total should be $7,850,000. 

Senator Srennis. Assuming disposal facilities, you have to have 
that to go along. You have a long-term installation 1 am sure. 

Captain Aines. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 


NAVAL STATION, SAN JUAN, P. R. 


Captain Airs. The next project is for naval station, San Juan, 
P. R., consisting of 1 item for improvement to the existing substation 
at a cost of $190,000. 

In July 1949, the naval station powerplant was placed on standby 
status and power has been purchased from the Puerto Rico Water 
Resources Authority. The power company has standardized its pri- 
mary voltage at 38,000 volts and has requested the Navy to make the 
necessary arrangements to take the power at that voltage. 

This item is to install the necessary transformers and switching 
gear to permit taking the high voltage, thereby eliminating the ex- 
isting inflexibility of operation, power losses ‘and hazardous oper- 
ating conditions. It will also permit transfer of excess power to the 
er er company upon request as required under the contract terms. 

Senator Stennis. By improvements you mean replacing generators 
and something of that kind 4 

Captain Errer. Additional transformer capacity. Addition of 
a 3,750-kilovolt-ampere transformer, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, let’s pass on to the next one. 


OVERSEAS AVIATION FACILITIES 
NAVAL AIR STATION, AGANA, GUAM, MARIANA ISLANDS 


Captain Airs. The “Overseas aviation facilities” program con- 
tains projects for 11 stations, one of which is at a classified location. 

The first station is naval air station, Agana, Guam, Mariana Is- 
lands, where we are requesting $428,000 for “Guided missile support 
facilities.” These facilities are similar to some proposed earlier in 
the program at continental stations. Their purpose is to perform 
minor maintenance and to check the readiness of the missiles for issue 
and use. A small magazine, the test building and a loading area 
comprise these facilities. : 

Captain Artes. Admiral Cooper is here to provide details on the 
aviation facilities requirements. 

Senator STENNIS. Glad to have you back here. 

Admiral Coorrr. Delighted to be here. 

Captain Artes. The admiral has already made a general statement. 

Senator Stennis. All right, the next item? 


NAVAL STATION, ARGENTIA, CANADA (NEW FOUNDLAND) 


Captain Aires. The next project is for naval station, Argentia, 
Canada. We are asking for the two items for personnel support: 
TFamily housing, 63 senior officers, 126 junior officers, and 189 enlisted 
units for $11,985,000 and an elementary and high school for $1,793,- 
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000. There is a deficiency of 617 units of family housing at 
Argentia. 

The mission of the station requires the assignment of personnel on 
a nonrotational basis and the need for family housing for these men 
is critical. The item for the elementary and high school is required 
because there will be a classroom capacity requirement of ag 
1,900 spaces when the planned station loading is attained. No off- 
base school facilities are available and the present school building is 
a former Air Force barracks which is substandard and inadequate for 
the 200 pupils now attending. 

Senator Stennis. You propose $25 million in family housing there? 

Captain Amxs. That is what our total program will require up 
there / 

Mr. BeLiev. What is the construction index? 

Captain Ares. 1.7, 1.8. 

Mr. BeLirev. About the same as Adak? 

Captain Artes. Adak is higher. 

Captain Errer. Adak is three. 

Mr. BeLrev. You are not using the same criteria for family-hous- 
ing units here as at Adak. The unit cost at Adak was $35,000, your 
senior officers is 35 here. 

Captain Errer. The reason for that is that we are allowed a maxi- 
mum of $35,000 overseas by statute. 

Mr. BeLiev. Yes, but the unit cost in your justification sheet for 
Adak showed $35,000 per unit, whereas here it is spread between 
$24,400, and $35,000. If the construction index is 3 in Adak and 1.7 
in Argentia, it would give me the immediate impression that there 
was a different criteria perhaps. 

Commander Matey. There is a $35,000 maximum limitation on 
overseas housing and when you get to a location such as Adak we 
have to start modifying the space and modify the criteria as you say. 
At a place like Argentia where the cost index is somewhat lower we 
can build some of the houses up to the DOD criteria and still be 
within the $35,000 maximum. 

Mr. BeLirv. You are doing what you can with the $35,000 at Adak, 
whereas at Argentia you are utilizing the parallel criteria used in 
the States. 

Captain Ares. Exactly. 

Senator Stennis. I want to know what is the main purpose now of 
this station ? 

Captain Aizes. This station is the northern anchor of the Atlantic 
extension of the DEW line, sir. This is for regular operation of 
fleet. reconnaissance, antisubmarine, search and rescue and transport 
aircraft. 

Mr. BeLiev. What is the tour of duty with family ? 

Admiral Coorrr. 18 months to 2 years. 

Mr. BrLiev. Can’t you extend the length of duty when you have 
the family there and save money on rotation costs? 

Captain Artes. Yes, we restrict it to 1 year when their families are 
not there. , 

Senator Stennis. What did you say you do here now? You sup- 
port fleet operations. I know you said that it involves the DEW line 
but what else did you say you can operate here? You are going to 
have 4,967 people up there. 
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Captain Aires. Yes, sir. We will have reconnaissance, antisub- 
marine aircraft, search and rescue aircraft and it is also the anchor 
for the DEW line—for the planes that are out on radar search in the 
Atlantic—extending the DEW line out from the continent, sir. 

Admiral Cooper. There are two really major functions, the DEW 
line is one and then it is our No. 1 antisubmarine warfare base in the 
North Atlantic. 

Captain A1nes. That is air antisubmarine warfare. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean when you say antisubmarine 
warfare? That is locating? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, sir. Locating them. Tracking them and 
destroying them. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Next item ? 


NAVAL AIR STATION, BARBERS POINT, OAHU, T. H. 


Captain Aires. The third project in the overseas aviation program 
is at naval air station, Barbers Point, Oahu, T. H. for aircraft park- 
ing area (second increment) estimated to cost $2,088,000. This proj- 
ect is to provide parking area for the airborne early warning air- 
craft, to be stationed at Barbers Point; 55,000 square yards of new 
concrete parking area and 155,000 square yards of asphaltic concrete 
overlay on existing pavement are proposed. Special electrical out- 
lets for maintaining the electronic equipment in the aircraft in a 
state of readiness are included. 

Senator Stennis. Anything on this one? 

Mr. BeLiev. No, sir. : 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is a continuation of your DEW line requirement 
out there? 

Captain Ames. Yes, this is the backup for Midway. They will 
operate from Midway but they will be maintained at this airport. 

Mr. BeLiev. The requirement is generated by the stationing of 
larger and heavier aircraft there. 

Captain Ares. Exactly, yes. 

‘ he next project is at the Naval] Air Station, Cubi Point, Philippine 
slands. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, CUBI POINT, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


Captain Ares. The first item is an optical landing system for 
$120,000. The requirement for these systems was presented during 
the continental section of the aviation program. The second item is 
for an aircraft bombardment and mining range, including land ac- 
quisition costing $29,000. The item will provide the only adequate 
bombardment and mining range in the Western Pacific. It will be 
located where it can serve both Naval Air Station, Sangley Point, and 
Naval Air Station, Cubi Point. Properly observed training in min- 
ing and bombardment is required for our aircraft squadrons now 
operating in the area. Rights to use the land for these ranges is a 
topic in the current military bases discussions with the Philippine 
Government. 
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Senator Stennis. Next item? 


OVERSEAS AVIATION, NAVAL AIR STATION, GUANTANAMO BAY, CUBA 


Captain Ares. The fifth project in the overseas aviation section is 
for the Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. Items being 
requested are of types previously discussed in the continental section. 
The first is for a runway extension costing $5,619,000 which will pro- 
vide an 11,000-foot runway and parallel taxiway at this station. The 
other item is an optical landing system for $111,000. 

Senator Stennis. What is your runway extension program there 
now! That isa part of what? 

Captain Artes. That is a part of this runway extension program 
that we have had these all through the bill to bring them up to the 
10,000 feet. 

Senator Stennis. Just your ordinary runway extension for the jet 
planes? 

Captain Ames. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Nothing special about it? 

Captain Artes. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. The next project is for what? 


MARINE CORPS AIR STATION, KANEOHE BAY, OAHU, T. H. 


Captain Aires. The next project is for Marine Corps Air Station, 
Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, T. H., and also consists of items of previously 


discussed types. An optical landing system costing $128,000 and a 


very smal] guided-missile support facility at $121,000 are requested. 
Senator Srenntis. The next item ? 


NAVAL STATION, KWAJALEIN AND MIDWAY 


Captain Airs. The next 2 projects are identical tactical air 
navigation facilities; 1 at Naval Station, Kwajalein, and the other 
at Naval Station, Midway, costing $69,000 each. These items will 
provide facilities for safe navigation in the vicinity of the two heavily 
utilized stopping points in midocean and are urgently required. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Let’s go to the next one. 


NAVAL AIR FACILITY, NAHA, OKINAWA 


Captain Ares. The next project is for naval air facility, Naha, 
Okinawa, to provide small craft berthing in the White Beach area 
for $504,000. 

This is not, strictly speaking, an aviation facility but is assigned 
to naval air facility, Naha, which is the only naval activity on Oki- 
nawa at present. The requirement here is for the rehabilitation of 
two small craft piers and the provision of moorings so that ship’s 
boats of the 7th Fleet anchored in Buckner Bay can land liberty 
parties. Typhoons have damaged the existing piers to an extent 
which renders their use unsafe. This is a liberty port vital to the 
morale of the 7th Fleet personnel and it is essential that these piers 
be rehabilitated. 
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Senator Srennis. Is this named in honor of General Buckner who 
was killed on Okinawa ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. This is that bay on the eastern side, south- 
ern end of the main island of Okinawa, which has a fabulously long 
name. 

Mr. BrLiev. This is not the bay where the prevailing currents and 
the winds come directly into it and you had to build a causeway into 
it to protect ? 

Captain Artes. No. 

Senator Srennts. As I recall he was killed there while making 
observations. 

Captain Ares. I think he was right up in the forward command 
possibly observing firing and was killed. 

Admiral Coorrr. He was observing fire up there when he was 
killed. 

Mr. BeLiev. This is on the eastern side. 

Captain Artes. Southern shore of Okinawa. It is quite a well- 
protected area. Except we have the typhoons, they seem to concen- 
trate on this area and two of them have just wrecked this place. 

Senator Srennis. What are you doing on Okinawa now ? 

Captain Artes. All we have there other than our Marine facilities 
is just this naval air facility. At the place where the small-boat pier 
is located is our recreation facilities, softball diamond, and things of 
that sort. 

Senator Srennis. Allright. What is your next item ? 

Captain Aires. The next item is at Roosevelt Roads, P. R. 


NAVAL AIR STATION, ROOSEVELT ROADS, PUERTO RICO 


The next project is for the naval air station, Roosevelt Roads, 
P. R., and consists of 12 unclassified and 1 classified items. In 
the fiscal year 1957 program the development of this station as a 
guided-missile operating and training station was commenced. This 
development i is continued in this program. Each item described below 
is required to fulfill the deficiency of the station in its ability to meet 
its new mission. 

The items are briefly : 

1. Runway extension including land acquisition of $4,700,000. This 
will provide a runway length of 10,980 feet. 

2. High-speed jet refuel stations costing $871,000. This is to pro- 
vide r apid refueling for the 213 aircraft to be accommodated by this 
station. 

3. POL pipeline estimated at $623,000. This item will replace 
514 miles of deteriorated pipeline to the fuel storage area. The line 
is subject to repeated breaks at the rate of more than one per month 
sausing shutdown of the fuel supply system and loss of fuel. 

4. Telephone system for $455,000. This item will replace a manually 
operated system of 150 lines which is extremely inadequate. An auto- 
matic, 600-line system is required. 

5. Optical landing system for $100,000. We have discussed this 
type item previously. 

6. Operations building and control tower at $1,131,000. An opera- 
tions building with adequate communications and proper visibility 
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characteristics must be provided for safe control of the heavy jet 
tre a »lanned at this station. 

Hangar (second increment) for $1,522,000. The planned plane 
roadtingy for Roosevelt Roads requires a hangar maintenance area of 
409 000 square feet. The deficiency is 314, 00 square feet, of which 
this item will provide 39,000 square feet. 

8. Barracks at $2,796,000. This item will provide for 1,260 bar- 

rac ae spaces toward the total deficienc y of 3,061 spaces. 

This item is for a messhall costing $817,000. A small messhall 
is in use now but it will not serve the planned station complement. 
The Navy is requesting this now for a new 1,500-man mess. 

10. Bachelor officers’ quarters and mess for $1,095,000. There are 
50 bachelor officers’ quarters spaces presently available to house the 
estimated 399 officers who will require bachelor quarters. Nearly half 
of the deficiency will we filled by the additional 120-man bachelor 
oflicers’ quarters that we are proposing. 

11. The next item is fob $757,000 for utilities and services for the 
station expansion. Electrical, water, sewage, and road systems are 
included. 

This last item at Roosevelt Roads will provide a security fence 
around the station boundary for $315,000. Increased utilization of 
the station requires a higher degree of security than currently pro- 
vided by the barbed-wire boundary fence. This item is for 46,500 
feet of 8-foot chain-link fence. 

Mr. BeLairev. Last year the committee authorized $185,000 for bar- 
racks rehabilitation. These barracks don’t replace those; do they? 

Captain Aires. No, sir. 

Mr. BeLtev. Is this an increment or a complete package ? 

Captain Airs. No; this is an increment. This will provide for 
1,260 spaces. 

Mr. BeLiev. Is there a deficit there ? 

Captain ArLes. We will still have a deficit of about 416 spaces. In 
addition to the 416 deficit, the 615 barrack spaces that are down there 
now are the only original barracks that were put in for the air facility 
at Roosevelt Roads and they, for operations of modern-day aircraft, 
are too close to the runway and eventually we will have to replace 
those barracks. 

Mr. BeLirv. Where was the money applied on the rehabilitation of 
the barracks last year / 

Captain Aires. It was applied to facilities at Fort Bundy, an Army 
installation immediately contiguous to Roosevelt Roads, which the 
Navy has taken over. 

Senator STENNis. You won’t have to rebuild the barracks you re- 
hi oo ated last year; will vou ? 

Capt in Artes. No, sir. 
Senator Stennis. On page 60, item 3,messhall. You are asking for 
$31 7.000. 

Captain Ares. Yes, sir. 

Senator STeNNtIs. Total cost will be $1,710,000. Still you haven't 
had any prior authorization. Wouldn’t you split up a million mess- 
hall operation? How do you split that into two appropriations, of 
two authorizations ? 
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Commander Mater. The plan is to get the galley portion of the 
building at this time and messhall for the present personnel load. 
This item will have the construction of a 1,500-man messhall. The 
ultimate requirements are somewhat higher than that as you can 
see. And as the station builds up, we will program the other incre- 
ment. ‘ 

Senator Stennis. This will be a complete unit within itself for the 
$817,000 ? 

Commander Matey. That’s right. 

Senator Srennis. What about your telephone system, is that just 
a telephone system within your installation / 

Captain Airs. Yes, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. I didn’ t think it cost that much, $455,000. 

Captain Ares. They are putting in a complete switchboard opera- 
tion and tying this telephone system between the Fort Bundy area and 
the original naval station area, too. The history of this base is that 
its construction was started during World War II and at a certain 
point during that period it was decided not to continue with it and 
many of the facilities were started and not completed. The existing 
telephone system is just barely adequate for the station keeper force 
that we have had down there. 

Senator Srennis. All right, is there anything else on that instal- 
lation ¢ 

Captain AILEs. o sir. 

Senator Stennis. We will have to take this on faith now. You gen- 
tleman say you sain to build all these runway extensions, high-speed 
jet refueling stations, and POL pipeline. Items of that kind we have 
no way of knowing. 

Admiral Coorrr. Mr. Chairman, those are essential parts of an 
operational air station. 

Senator Srennis. I notice you are going to require $10 million for 
ahangar program. That is the w ay it shows in column 8. You don’t 
use hangars for storage any more, as I understand. You use it for 
operation and repair overhauls. 

Admiral Coorrr. Operations and repair of the aircraft and for the 
classrooms, office buildings, and other shops. We have long since 
given up any idea of storing airplanes in hangars as a matter of 
routine. 

Senator Stennis. Allright. Next item? 

Captain Ares. The other item under overseas air is classified, sir, 
and that brings us to the supply facilities overseas. 

Senator Srennis. W ell, thank you again, Admiral. You will come 
back later. You have something else ? 

Admiral Coorrr. Yes, we have some classified material. 

Captain Artes. Admiral Becknell is here from Bureau of Supplies 
and Accounts. We have supply facilities at three stations overseas. 

Senator Stennis. Glad to see you, Admiral Becknell. 

Admiral Beckneti. Thank you. 

Senator Stennis. You are on page / 

Captain Arrs. Page 75, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 









the 
pac. 
Che 
can 
re- 


the 


ust 


"a- 
nd 
rat 
Lin 
nd 
ng 
ce 


n- 
ad 
ve 


in 


or 
“¢ 
or 


ie 
e 


»f 


MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 679 
OVERSEAS SUPPLY FACILITIES 
NAVAL STATION, ADAK, ALASKA 


Captain Ares. In our overseas supply facilities, class 4, the proj- 
ects we are requesting are at three stations at a total cost of $4,532,000. 
The first project is for one item at naval station, Adak, Alaska, to 
replace petroleum, oil, and lubricants facilities (second increment) 
for $1,550,000. This is the second and final increment of a project 
started last fiscal year to replace the temporary storage tanks and 
facilities, which are not expected to last beyond 1958, with permanent 

tanks and related piping. This facility is necessary to support oper- 
ations in the vital Aleutian area, 

Mr. BreLirv. This completes the authorization of $5 million last 
year ¢ @ 

Captain Artes. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. What do you have to replace ? 

Captain Airs. These facilities were condemned in 1953 and we 
continued them in use, practically holding our breath. And in this 
last earthquake we expected them to go ‘and for some reason they 
withstood the earthquake but they are in very bad condition. 

Senator Srennis. You say they resisted the earthquake ? 

Captain Ares. Yes, much to our surprise. Because the reports were 
that they should be replaced as soon as possible. They are temporary, 
bolted steel tanks of advance ed base type. 

Mr. BeLiev. Maybe that is an indication they are in pretty good 
shape. 

Captain Ares. Well, all of our technical people who inspected them 
insist they should be replaced as soon as possible. Yet they did with- 
stand this last dant hen ios for some reason. It is a very strategic loca- 
tion for petroleum, oil, and lubricants storage. 

Senator Srennts. All right, next item ? 


NAVAL STATION, GUAM 


Captain Artes. The second project in this class is located at naval 
station, Guam, and is one item, a commissary store for $884,000. We 
plan to replace an existing temporary building which is seriously de- 
teriorated from age and typhoons with a permanent structure. An- 
nual losses in food and building repairs amount to $77,000; 11,500 
nulitary and civil service patrons are dependent on the store for pro- 
visions. Since there are no other facilities on Guam to meet this re- 
quirement, destruction of the store by a typhoon would create a very 
serious problem. 

Mr. BeLrev. You say annual losses in food and building repairs 
amount to $77,000? 

Captain Arzes. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. What do you mean by that, suppose it were ex- 
posed to the weather? 

Captain Artes. Weather and just lack of proper storage space. 


Admiral Becxners. Our iceboxes are beginning to go there. We 


can’t keep our temperatures down. 
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Mr. BeLiev. This is the only facility that the 11,500 population 

can utilize? 

Captain Atzes. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. What will you build it out of? 

Captain Ares. Reinforced concrete single-story commissory store, 
140 by 172 feet with two 20 by 100 wings. Portions of it will be air 
conditioned and dehumidified. The store will contain retail salesroom, 
stock preparation room, 2 walk-in refrigerators, office, and service 
space. 

manne Srennis. All right, next item ? 

Captain Aixs. The last project in this class consists of five items 
at the naval supply depot. 


NAVAL SUPPLY DEPOT, SUBIC BAY, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


This consists of five items at naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philip- 
pine Islands, for a total of $2,098,000. 

The first item, “Packaging and preservation building” for $397,000, 
is required to replace an existing temporary and inadequate facility. 
Proper packaging for shipment. in this tropical climate is essential 
to prevent costly damage for this or destruction of material at a loca- 
tion where replac ement lead time is long. 

The second item, “Open storage area” for $183,000 will replace 6 
inadequate storage areas scattered from 1 to 6 miles from the depot 
site and which, except for 1, are required for other purposes. 

The third item, “Utilities and services” for $785,000, is required to 
support the other items in this project. The supply depot is located 
at a new undeveloped site. Utilities for those items in the fiscal year 
1957 program were provided, needless to say, with approval of other 
items in this program, utilities and serv ic es must be furnished. 

The next item, “Roads and paved area,” for $653,000, includes minor 
roads and paving in connection with the facilities proposed in this 
program. 

In addition, a new road and bridge will be provided to bypass traffic. 
The existing road must be closed to through traffic to provide required 
security for storage. 

The last item in this project is for security fencing and guard shel- 
ters for $80,000. These are required to protect supplies from pilfer- 
age or malicious damage and to control access to the depot site. 

Senator Srennis. What is that package and preservation building 

Admiral Breckne.y. That is where we have to take materials we 
due to the climate and humidity there we have to reweight it and take 
off the grease and the rust and represerve it—the straight packag- 
ing of anything that we might ship out of there. We have the pack- 
aging plant also to take care of the shipment of household effects. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Open storage area that is just like 
you see around these military installations here. You mean you have 
to buy the land for it, put a fence around it, or what ? 

Captain Ames. No, sir. It will be for preparing the surface to 
use, paving 156,000 yards of open surface within the present supply 
areas rather than store the eorerem on the bare earth. 

Mr. BeLiev. I noticed last year under utilities and services you 
had an item for telephone sy stem of $22,000. Last year the commit- 
tee authorized a second increment of $2,148,000 for control and tele- 
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phone link system. Shouldn’t that have concluded this telephone sys- 
tem, utilities, and services; or is there an explanation ? 

Captain Errer. The supply depot is a new development. 

Mr. BeLiev. What did your control telephone link system last year 
include at Subic Bay? 

Captain Errer. I don’t have that, sir; I will have to get it for you. 

Captain Artes. That doesn’t show in my records at all. We will 
have to give you enough to show the relationship. 

Mr. Pessaup. Last year we got $410,000 for first increment of util- 
ities. This is the final increment. 

Captain Artes. My record is deficient in that. I will have to get 
that for the record. 

Mr. BeLigv. It would seem that $2,148,000 item could well include 
something for $22,000. Undoubtedly there is a good explanation for 
it. ; 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

The $2,148,000 item for “Utilities and services” was largely for utilities. The 
telephone item included was for only $702,000 of this and provided for conver- 
sion of the manual telephone sysfem to a dial system and the installation of addi- 
tional trunklines throughout the base complex. The present request is to provide 
the telephone system within the supply depot. 

Senator Srennis. Anything else on this? 

Captain Artes. No, sir; that is all there is. 

Senator Stennis. Next item? 


OVERSEAS ORDNANCE FACILITIES 
NAVAL AMMUNITION DEPOT, OAHU, T. H. 


Captain Armes. Our overseas ordnance facilities, class 6, requires a 
roject of 3 items at naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H., for 
904,000. 

Item 1, “Guided missile support facility, type C,” provides for 
storage, maintenance, checkout, and issue of type C missile guidance 
and control sections. Existing magazines will be used for storage of 
the explosive component. 

This capability is required to prevent the necessity of ships having 
to return to west coast depots for loading type C guided missiles. 

Item 2, “Improvement to water supply system and land acquisition,” 
ut a total cost of $138,000. There are no water-storage facilities at this 
ammunition depot. This presents a serious fire hazard since the water 
supply line which comes from the Oahu Sugar Co. cannot deliver the 
quantity or pressure required to protect our investment of over $8 mil- 
lion in structures alone. 

This item will provide a concrete reservoir with necessary equipment 
to correct this deficiency. In order to erect this structure at a safe 
distance from our high explosive magazines, it is planned to purchase 
0.6 acre of agricultural land for $2,000 at a point close to the supply 
line. 

The last item “Extinguishment of easement and road improve- 
ment,” is for $188,000. An existing easement allows Oahu Sugar Co. 
use of a road through a restricted area containing a classified activity. 
It is proposed to extinguish the easement by compensating the sugar 
company for the cost of providing an alternate route to the sugar mill 
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from the canefields. Included is improvement to an existing road to 
permit use by the 75-ton cane-hauling trucks. 

Other projects in this class are classified and will be discussed later. 

Senator Stennis. That is $188,000 that you may be abletosave. It 
seems to me like you are going to have to reduce things somewhere, 
but I don’t want to cut out anything that is essential for your oper- 
ations. 

Admiral, do you want to say something special about that ? 

Admiral Quinn. Mr. Chairman, I by like to show you a chart 
if I may. 

Under the present arrangement during the harvest season for 
the cane, these heavy trucks, 75-ton trucks, go through our ammuni- 
tion depot. It is a very unhandy arrangement for them to go right 
through this classified area. It is against several regulations. We 
have accepted this with great reluctance and now we are really vio- 
lating the spirit of the regulations to permit these trucks to continue 
to go through there. So what we propose is to erase that easement 
and to give them in return the improvement at this end to permit 
them to cross the north tip there. We understand that is agreeable 
to the interests that use the road. But we have come to the Congress 
for the necessary funds to compensate them for what will be their in- 
convenience of going around this way and across the north end. 

Senator Srennis. And then you are going to build what, the red 
lines ? 

Admiral Quinn. There will be here an improvement to this struc- 
ture across here consisting of several details. Commander O’Donuell 
can give you the details. 

Commander O’Donnett. Mainly it is just an improvement in the 
grade so these heavy trucks can use that road, and strengthening of 
a bridge across the stream there. It is a very deep ravine and gully. 

Senator Srennis. Who is going to maintain that road after you 
build it? 

Captain Smauy. The sugar company will be required to maintain 
it, sir. The red is the only part. It is an existing road that we are 
improving. 

Mr. Trencken. We bought this property subject to the right of 
the former owner to go through the property, and now we want to 

revent him from going through the property. So we will pay him 
in money and he, in turn, will have to build his substitute road and 
maintain his substitute road. This will be a cash payment for the 
extinguishment of this person’s right to go through our property. 

Senator Stennis. But you listed here an extinguishment of ease- 
ment and road equipment and improvement. I understand that you 
are going to construct a new way for him to go out. What I want to 
know is who is going to maintain it ? 

Mr. Trencken. We will pay him the estimated cost of the ex- 
tinguishment as his cost for improving his roads. The company will 
build a new road and maintain the new road. 

Senator Stennis. All right. Is that agreed now ? 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. All right, Senator Jackson, this is not a major 
item but it is just something that I thought required some informa- 
tion. 

Senator Jackson. Colonel BeLieu explained it to me. 
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Senator Stennis. What is your hext item ? 

Captain Armes. The next item under “Ordnance” is classified. We 
will get those in the next book, sir. 

The next stations are communications facilities overseas which 
start on page 94—A, Adak, Alaska. 

Senator Srennis. All right, this is our third trip to Adak this 
morning. 

Captain Artes. Yes, sir. The first one is one item. 


OVERSEAS COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 
NAVAL STATION, ARGENTIA, CANADA (NEW FOUNDLAND) 


For our “Overseas communication facilities, class 9,” we are re- 
questing projects in the amount of $7,862,000 at 7 locations. The 
first, naval radio station, Adak, Alaska, is 1 item, “Barracks,” for 
$1,053,000. Presently, 383 men are crowded into a facility designed 
for 244 men. Adak’s rigorous climate requires personnel to spend 
a large percentage of their time indoors. Under these circumstances, 
health and morale suffer. This project will correct the deficiency by 
providing a standard 166-man barracks modified by addition of a 
full basement containing drill area and chapel designed as a _pro- 
tective shelter. An enclosed passageway leading to the messhall and 
general barracks area will be provided. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson, this is out in your country. 
I have been approving all of this in the Aleutians. 

Senator Jackson. What he just said was quite descriptive of the 
problem. Housing is something that is absolutely essential in that 
area. 

Senator STENNIS. Suppose we go to the next one. 

Captain Artes. The next project is at naval station, Argentia. 


NAVAL STATION, ARGENTIA, CANADA (NEWFOUNDLAND) 


The second project, at naval station, Argentia, Canada, is for 
$844,000 for communication facilities and $54,000 for barracks with 
mess. In support of air and sea defense of the United States, re- 
liable communications with Newport, R. L, is required. By utilizing 
the concept of “forward scatter,” 99.9 percent reliability is predicted. 

This project provides transmitter and receiver buildings, antennas, 
control link, and standby power. The other item, “Barracks,” will 
provide a barracks and mess for 10 men at the remote receiver site, 
Ship Harbor Point, which is about 5 miles by water from the naval 
station proper. Personnel must be housed at the site, due to its in- 
accessibility and climatic conditions. 

Senator Srennis. This is our second trip, I think, to Newfound- 
land this morning. We are giving the DEW line buildup. 

Senator Jackson. This ties up with the DEW line. From Argen- 
tia to the Azores. 

Captain Arres. Yes; this is the Argentia end of it, the forward 
scatter which is the Navy’s responsibility in the North Atlantic 
This is the end of a leg from Newport to Argentia, which will even 
tually extend all the way to Europe. 
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Senator Jackson. Have you covered the area on the DEW line 
from Midway up? 

Senator Srennis. We have had quite a few items on that. Let’s 
go on to the next one. 


Captain Ames. All right. 


NAVAL RADIO STATION, FINEGAYAN, GUAM 


Our next project is for one item at naval radio station, Finegayan, 
Guam. A bachelor officers’ quarters with mess for $594,000 is re- 
quested. The facilities for the permanent communication station 
have been moved from the interim site of temporary buildings to 
Finegayan Point. The bachelor officers’ quarters remains to be moved. 
The inactivation of the interim site will be delayed until the perma- 
nent bachelor officers’ quarters is provided at the new site. 

Senator Stennis. How many bachelors do you take care of in this? 

Captail Amzs. This will be for 24 rooms, 24 oflicers, sir. 

Senator STENNIS. $594,000. 

Captain AiLgEs. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. That is $20,000 a room, a little better. 

Captain Exrer. This is the cost per man for both room and mess. 

Mr. BeLirv. This includes $291,000 for mess and recreation facili- 
ties, Is this an officers’ club in connection with the bachelor officers’ 
quarters ? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. Not a club, sir; it is a lounge and game 
room; that’s all. 

Mr. BeLiev. Also includes furnishings, $594,000. 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. The quarters cost a little over $10,000 a room. 

Captain Errrr. Yes, but the area cost factor is 114. 

Mr, Brlaru. What is the criteria for cost on bachelor’s quarters / 

Captain Errrer. We have a statutory limitation of an average of 
$6,500 per man within the continental United States. Costs of messes 
are additional. 

Senator Srennts. Any other questions about that ? 

Any other explanation or questions / 

Next, then. 


NAVAL SECURITY GROUP ACTIVITY, ISTANBUL, TURKEY 


Captain Artes. The fourth project contains 2 items at naval security 
group activity, Istanbul, Turkey, totaling $130,000. This is a Navy 
responsibility for this group. 

he first item for $55,000 is an operations building. Since estab- 
lishment of this unit in 1952, progressive expansion has resulted in 
repeated temporary additions to temporary buildings. This item will 
rovide a permanent operations building. The other item for $75,000 
is for a 39-man barracks building with mess. Present living quarters 
are overage, crowded, quonset huts. 

Senator Stennis. That will cost you about $2,000 per man there; 39 
men, $75,000? 

Captain Arzs. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Svennis. Do you have your unit cost; I mean your basis 
of costs there as compared to the United States ? 

Captain Errer. Yes; it is 1.8, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BeLiev. What type of permanent construction are you build- 
ing? 

Captain Artes. Concrete-block building. 

Senator Srennis. I am surprised it is 1.3. I bet you have to carry 
all that material over there. 

Captain Errer. No, sir; that is the advantage. 

We are able to utilize local gravel and sand and local labor. 

Senator Stennis. But still it 1s 1.3? 

Captain Errer. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Aren’t you surprised at that ? 

Senator Jackson. Lam. 

Captain Errer. Should we get into some of the more complicated 
types of structures where we have to import, for instance, reinforcing 
steel, structural steel, and such things as that, you will find the cost 
factor will go up considerably. It is only with these simple type 
structures that we can keep the 1.3 factor. 

Senator Srennis. All right; anything else on that one? 


y 


Captain Airs. No, sir. 


RADIO RECEIVING FACILITIES AT NAVAL SECURITY GROUP ACTIVITY, 
SAKATA, JAPAN 


Our next project of one item is for “Radio receiving facilities” at 
naval security group activity, Sakata, Japan, at a cost of $69,000. 
This facility was obtained through transfer from the United States 
Air Force. All buildings are satisfactory except for the Communica- 
tions Operations Building for radio receiving which this project will 
provide. 

Senator Srennis. That will be all right. What is your next 
project ? 

NAVAL SECURITY GROUP, SOUTHERN JAPAN 


Captain Ares. The sixth project, consisting of 4 items for a 
total of $726,000, is located at naval security group activity, southern 
Japan. Item 1 is a “Direction finder facility” costing $294,000. 
Operational requirements exist for a high frequency direction finder in 
southern Japan to provide accurate and efficient direction finder serv- 
ice essential to national defense. 

Item 2 is “Transmitter and utility facilities” at a cost of $122,000. 

The direction finder facility requires this to provide necessary com- 
munications, storage, and minor repair functions in support of its 
operations. 

The third item, “Barracks with mess” for $48,000, will provide berth- 
ing and mess for 25 men in support of the direction finder facilities. 
The last item, “Utilities and services,” for $262,000 will provide neces- 
sary site preparation, roads, walks, fencing, and utilities necessary 
to establish and operate the direction finder facilities at this location. 

Senator Stennis. All right, any other questions? 

Next item. 
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NAVAL RADIO STATION, WAHIAWA, OAHU, T. H. 


Captain Ares. The last project in the overseas communications 
class is one item for a communication center at naval radio station, 
Wahiawa, Oahu, T. H., at a cost of $4,392,000. Suitable space to 
permit the installation of equipment required to implement the naval 
communication system modernization and improvement program is 
not available at this location. Also, additional facilities are required 
for the Pacific airborne early morning (barrier) system to provide 
reliable circuits for the barrier commander. 

The deficiencies are to be met by this project. 

Senator Stennis. Any questions on that, Senator Jackson ?/ 

Senator Jackson. What facility do you have there now ? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. At the present time, we have about 15,000 
square feet in 6 different rooms in 4 different buildings in the Pear! 
Harbor Naval Shipyard. The project requested would provide ap- 
proximately 35,000 square feet; the additional space being required 
by new equipment to meet the requirements that Captain Ailes stated, 
sir. 

Senator Jackson. You are consolidating your present functions in 
one building and supplementing your center with new equipment, is 
that right ? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What is the addition here in the way of sup- 
plementary equipment? I don’t mean to specify what it is but it is 
substantial. Is it going to mean a substantial increase in your eapa- 
bility, or is it just the usual additions that go on from time to time 
to improve the operation ? 

Captain Frrz-Parrick. It will increase our capabilities consider- 
ably, sir. There are a number of new cryptographic equipments in- 
cluded in the equipment to go in, which will give us a big improve- 
ment and there are new types of radio receivers which will give us a 
greatly improved radio capability. 

Senator Jackson. That’s all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Stennis. All right, next item ? 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 
PUBLIC WORKS CENTER, GUANTANAMO BAY 


Captain Ares. In yards and docks facilities, class 11, we have 
projects at two overseas locations which total $1,486,000. 

The first project of one item is additional water supply facilities at 
the public works center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, for $1,093,000. 

Contract was awarded June 13, 1956, for a cross bay water line 
from the main base to Leeward Point which is presently being sup- 
plied by barge. 

However, “additional loads drop pressure below minimum accepta- 
ble fire-fighting pressures, and the 14-inch main is incapable of sup- 
plying adequate water to the cross-bay pipeline. In addition, treat- 
ment capacity must be increased to meet additional demands. The 
situation will be corrected by this project by providing additional 
pumping capacity, addition: al water treatment capacity and new wa- 
terlines including fire loops. 
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Senator Srennis. All right, next item. 


PUBLIC WORKS CENTER, SUBIC BAY, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS 


Captain Artes. The other project in this class is one item, “utilities 
maintenance shop for the public works center, United States Naval 
Base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands,” for $393,000. 

The utilities department operates and maintains the utilities for the 
naval station, ship repair facility, supply depot, hospital, magazine 
and air station. The development of this complex requires the de- 
velopment of the utilities operation and maintenance facilities to sup- 
port it. This is for the shop, and this will complete the shop. 

Senator Stennis. All right, that’s good enough. 

Next item ¢ 

Captain Aizes. That’s all the overseas, and the remainder are in the 
classified projects. 

Senator Stennis. You have an item on page 116, don’t you? 

Captain Artes. This is for appropriation only, sir. This is not for 
authorization. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Senator Jackson. I have one question. 

Senator Srennis. Certainly. 

Senator Jackson. If you have the report on the other rehabilitation 
center that you are considering for the west coast. 

Captain Ares. There is nothing in this bill for that. 

Senator Jackson. I understand that. But it is proposed for next 
year, isn’t it / 

Captain Ainvs. Captain Gage was here when we started, but I see 
he has left. I have asked him to get in touch with you directly. 

Senator Jackson. Tell him to send up a memorandum on it. It is 
not necessary that he come here. 

Senator Srennis. Can you stay here and go on a little further? 

Senator Jackson. I can say until 12 o’clock. 

Senator Stennis. All right, let’s start on it. I can stay here until a 
few minutes after 12. 

Senator Jackson. Gentlemen, we will run on here if we may until 
a little after 12. Then come back at 2 o’clock this afternoon. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee proceeded to further 
business in executive session. ) 
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WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 1957 


UnitTep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Mintrary CoNnsTRUCTION 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 2:05 p. m. in 
room 212, Senate Office Building, Senator Henry M. Jackson (pre- 
siding). 

Present: Senators Stennis and Jackson. 

Also present: K. FE. BeLieu, of the committee staff. 

Senator Jackson. The committee will come to order. 

The remaining item in the military construction budget for the 
Air Force relates to Amarillo Air Force Base, in Texas, and we will 
take up the line items at this time. 


AMARILLO AIR FORCE BASE 


The first of these locations is Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, 
Tex. 

This installation is located approximately 11 miles east of the city 
of Amarillo. 

The planned use of this base is for a technical school, Strategic Air 
Command dispersal base and an Air Defense Command fighter-inter- 
cepter mission. 

The committee has been provided with detailed information with 
respect to the items in this program in the total amount of $4,785,000. 

Seven items are included for a fighter-interceptor mission. These 
will provide an alert hangar, flight simulator, rocket assembly, ADC 
ammunition storage, and electr ification for ground support equipment 
in support of the fighter-intereeptor aircraft. 

Fifteen items are required to support the SAC dispersal mission 
assigned to this base. 

Included in this group are additional operational apron blast de- 
flectors, addition to the programed hydrant system, a combination 
fire station, operations building, control tower, field maintenance and 
parachute shops, fuel, ammunition, and demineralized water storage, 
warehouse, and land needed to site the SAC support item. 

Three items are included in support of the apparent command 
base mission. 

These items are two chapels and an educational wing. 
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STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM E. RENTZ, DIRECTOR OF 
REAL PROPERTY, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE; ACCOMPANIED 
BY JOHN FERRY, SPECIAL ASSISTANT FOR INSTALLATIONS, 
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE; COL. JOHN EWBANK, 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF REAL PROPERTY; COL. KENNETH PAYNE, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF FOR INSTALLATIONS; 
BRIG. GEN. CECIL COMBS, DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF TRAINING, 
DCS/P, UNITED STATES AIR FORCE; COL. LAWRENCE ATWELL, 
OFFICE OF DIRECTOR OF TRAINING, DCS/P, UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE; AND LT. COL. KENYON KNOWLES, HEADQUARTERS, 
TECHNICAL TRAINING COMMAND 


General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, as stated previously, Amarillo is a Training Com- 
mand base but this program, almost in its entirety, is composed of 
items to finish out the SAC dispersal program initiated in 1957 for 
Amarillo and to provide facilities for the location of an FIS Squadron 
at Amarillo. 

The Strategic Dispersal Squardon will be under Strategic Air Com- 
mand; the FIS will be under the command of ADC, 

Now, the first item in the book is apron, operational, for 9,000 
square yards. This completes the apron we started last year for the 
SAC dispersé al program. 

The next item is the deflector blast. This is a common type item 
that has been discussed previously. 

Senator Jackson. It is in other projects. 

General Renrz. The hydrant refueling system gives one additional 
hangar to take care of the tankers we are bringing into Amarillo. 
That is a SAC item. 

The fire station combination is for Strategic Air Command, and 
is located in the Strategic Command area at the Amarillo Air Force 
Base. 

The hangars alert, this accommodates four aircraft. This is the 
alert hangars for the ADC aircraft. 

Mr. BeLrev. This is similar to the other alert hangars? 

General Renvrz. It is similar to other alert hangars we have had 
throughout the program. 

Senator Jackson. General, to save time, the Chair is looking at the 
items appearing in the book, and these items are pretty much stand- 
ard items in support of the missions? 

General Rentz. Two missions, ADC and SAC. | 

Senator Jackson. I understand, for Air Defense Command and 
Strategic Air Command. 

Are there any unusual or different items in this total request of 
$4,785,000 ? 

General Renz. We have a command type item here that will serve | 
as not only Strategic Air Command and ADC, but also the training 
poreeee out in ‘Amarillo, and that is a chapel with 600 seats, and 
the chapel educational wing. 

Those are the only two ‘items, Mr. Chairman, that do not pert: un | 
in their entirety to either Strategic Air C ommand or to ADC, 

Senator Jackson. I underst: and, but that is for the overall? | 
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General Rentz. That is for the overall population. 

Senator Jackson. The overall population on the base? 

General Renz. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLtev. Is this a replacement chapel ? 

General Renz. It is not, 

Mr. BeLirv. It is a new one? 

General Renz. It is a new one. 

Senator Jackson. You do not have a chapel there? 

General Rentz. We have one chapel there, 280 seats. It was fin- 
ished approximately 3 years ago. ‘They have a deficiency of 1,200 
seats for chapels. We are asking for 600 seats in this program. 

Senator Jackson. One thousand two hundred deficiency at this 
base / 

General Renz. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. BeLirv. You are increasing your personnel assigned there 
because of the recent change in mission ? 

General Rentz. That is correct.. The increase is not too great and 
the total increase is not reflected in these figures on the first page for 
Amarillo. 

Senator Jackson. I think that is all. 

Now, that completes the Air Force presentation on the line items? 

General Renz. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson. This concludes the presentation of the items in 
the construction bill. 

Off the record. 

(Off the record discussion. ) 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Ferry, if you want to have the other people 
come over a minute, we will proceed. 

Mr. Frrry. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. The subcommittee has completed the testimony 
in connection with the Air Force item other than the Amarillo Air 
Force Base item that appears in volume 2, page 104, in the classi- 
fied book. 

General Renvz. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson. Last July 23 the Military Construction Sub- 
committee of the Senate Armed Services Committee held a hear- 
ing on the proposal of the Air Force to terminate its contract training 
of petroleum (POL) specialists and to institute its own training pro- 
gram for these specialists at Amarillo Air Force Base. 

In addition to the consideration of Defense Department policy, 
which calls for utilization of commercial and civilian resources where 
they can do the job, this committee was concerned with costs—both 
“apital outlay costs and per student training costs. 

There was no agreement reached on comparative costs, so two deci- 
sions were made. 

I think we agree there was an argument about what the training 
costs were; in fact, that is the heart of this problem. 

One was that the Air Force would request bids from all potentiai 
contractors and not proceed with Air Force training at Amarillo until 
all bids had been received and considered. The second was that this 
subcommittee would meet again this session to consider further the 
problem of POL training and particularly the comparative benefits 
of contract training versus Air Force training. The Air Force was re- 
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quested to supply us with information, in the interim, which would be 
useful in arriving at conclusions. 

The Air Force bids for POL tr aining were to be opened August 6, 
at Amarillo. Mr. Robert E. Klatt, director of the Northwest Training 
Institute at Tillamook, Oreg., which has trained POL specialists for 
the Air Force since 1952, submitted his bid in accordance with the bid 
invitation. On August 5, the day before the bids were opened, the 
Air Force called Mr. Klatt to inform him it had changed the criteria 
and to ask him to come to Amarillo to prepare modified bids based 
on the new criteria. Apparently he was the only bidder. In any 
event, he arrived at Amarillo on August 7, 1956, and on August 10 
completed and submitted his revised bid. 

That very day, August 10, special orders were issued by Amarillo 
Air Force Base assigning trainees to a POL training course at Ama- 
rillo due to commence August 15. Two weeks later, or thereabouts, 
Mr. Klatt was given a contract for a partial training program involv- 
ing 344 maintenance and 150 supply students. This is the same 
proposal they had offered previously. 

Clearly, for the Air Force to have issued orders August 10 assigning 
students to a course at Amarillo, important decisions setting up that 
course must have been made prior to that date. 

I want to emphasize that the whole point was to get the costs before 
they proceeded at Amarillo and here it turns out that prior to the 
opening of the bids or even considering them, the Air Force had 
already issued orders for the airmen to be assigned to that school. 

Thus, it is apparent that the Air Force did not act in good faith 
when it promised not to go ahead with the Amarillo operation until 
it had determined costs on the basis of bids. 

I have a copy of the orders here, if there is any doubt about the 
date on this, that were issued to weather airmen. 

In the meantime, the Air Training Command submitted to this 
committee the requested report on training costs. This report showed 
two things. First, it showed that the Air Force cost of furnishing 
POL specialist training at Amarillo would be $480 per student per 
course, approximately one-half of the ATC estimate of the contract 
cost. Second, it showed that only $371,000 of new money would be 
required to set up the POL course, and that this sum would provide 
an academic building not only for POL training but also for missiles 
and rocket propellants. 

Subsequently, Secretary of Air Force Douglas submitted a report 
to Senator Symington’s Military Preparedness Subcommittee showing 
that the cost of training all students at Amarillo averaged $29 per 
day. These cost nears are many times higher than those submitted 
to this subcommittee by ATC for the cost of Air Force training of 
POL specialists at Amarillo. 

To get a comparison—that is, a per-day cost figure—we have to 
take the ATC figure of $480 per student per course and divide by 
the number of days involved in the course. There are two POL 
courses. One is 28 days, the other 63, which gives us a range from 
$7.62 to $17.14 per student per day, if we accept the ATC figures. 

This is roughly half the $29 figure furnished by Secretary Douglas 
to Senator Symington and indicates that ver y likely the same criteria 
were not used. Incident: ally, using the same criteria used in Secre- 
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tary Douglas’ report—including trainee salaries and Air Force admin- 
istrative costs—the contractor estimates his per day cost at $17.47 per 
student with a substantial student load and $23.68 per student with 
his present uneconomical low student load. 

1 have asked Senator Symington to have his subcommittee make an 
objective, impartial comparison of contract POL training and Air 
Force POL training, establishing and utilizing identical criteria. 

I think you will agree that is a fair approach to trying to solve this 
contradiction. 

I am inserting in the record at this point my letter to Senator 
Symington on this subject. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 


JUNE 11, 1957. 

Hon. STUART SYMINGTON, 
Chairman, Task Force on Air Training Facilities, Preparedness Investigat- 
ing Subcommittee, Committee on Armed Services, United States Senate. 

My Dear Mr. CHarRMAN: Since August 11, 1952, the Air Force Training 
Command has been training petroleum (POL) specialists at the Northwest Tech- 
nical Training Institute at Tillamook, Oreg., having awarded the contract on 
a competitive basis. 

The Air Force now proposes to terminate its contract training program for 
petroleum specialists on the ground that it can perform the training more 
economically at Amarillo Air Force Base. 

The Air Training Command has submitted to the Subcommittee on Real Estate 
and Military Construction of the Senate Armed Services Committee a statement 
purporting to show that the cost of Air Force training at Amarillo would be 
$480.18 per petroleum specialist student compared to a contract price of $1,051.97 
per student at Tillamook. 

The contract school disputes both of these figures. In addition, it has been 
called to my attention that a letter addressed to you by Air Force Secretary 
James H. Douglas, May 31, 1957, contains an enclosure showing average daily 
cost per student (in all training programs) at Amarillo to be $29.04 per day. 

There is a clear discrepancy here in the Secretary’s $29.04 per day cost figure 
and the $480.13 per student per course figure of the Air Training Command, 
which averages out at somewhere between $7.62 and $17.14 per student per day 
at Amarillo. 

I arrive at this comparison in this manner: There are 2 petroleum training 
courses, a 4-week maintenance course and a 9-week supply course. The $480 
per student per course estimate presumably is based on some averaging of costs 
of the 2 courses. However, even assuming this cost were applied only to the 
short, 4-week (28-day) course, the average daily cost per student would be 
$17.14 per day—well under the $29 average reported by Secretary Douglas. 
And the fact is that during the past school year, Amarillo trained only petroleum 
supply students over a 9-week (63-day) period. Dividing the 63 days into the 
$480 average course cost per student gives us an average daily cost of $7.62— 
ridiculously low figure clearly incompatible with the average reported by Sec- 
retary Douglas. 

The contract school asserts that its actual daily cost—based on the same 
criteria used in the enclosure to Secretary Douglas’ letter—was $17.47 per student 
during fiscal year 1956 when it was given the full petroleum specialist program 
with a student load averaging approximately 225 per day. The contract school 
asserts its daily cost per student in fiscal year 1957—again using the same 
criteria—was $23.86, with the higher figure resulting from application of over- 
head costs to a smaller student load (approximately 80 per day) caused by part 
of the petroleum training program being shifted to Amarillo. 

Clearly, these widely varying costs estimates of the Secretary, of the Air 
Training Command, aud of the contract school result from use of different cost 
factors. 

It is apparent that an objective review and analysis of the petroleum train- 
ing program, establishing and using common criteria, is required to produce a 
genuine comparison of costs of Air Force training and contract training. 

There are additional complicating factors of lack of facilities at Amarillo 
which would require capital expenditures to provide a petroleum training pro- 
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gram at Amarillo. This should be considered in the per-student cost at Amarillo 
because cost of facilities are amortized in the contract school’s training costs. 

It is in the best interests of the Government that this training be accom- 
plished as economically as possible, assuming the quality of training is com- 
parable. The Air Training Command report to the Military Real Estate and 
Construction Subcommittee indicates that $371,500 new money will be required 
for establishment of the petroleum specialist training program at Amarillo. I 
do not believe we should pass on this item until we have determined the com- 
parable cost of training per student per day or per course on the basis of iden- 
tical criteria. 

For this reason I should greatly appreciate your task force undertaking and 
completing as expeditiously as possible the necessary cost studies. 

Sincerely yours, 
Henry M. Jackson, United States Senator. 

Senator Jackson. Until we receive these determinations I do not 
believe we can reach any final conclusions in this committee. 

However, we can attempt to determine today another important 
set of figures, namely, the capital costs involved in establishing a 
comparable POL training course at Amarillo. These capital outlays, 
of course, have a bearing on the training costs, for the Air Force 
capital. costs must be included in its training costs just as the con- 
tractor’s capital costs are considered in his bid price. 

Last July, in our hearing, the Air Force said costs for POL thatiing 
facilities at Amarillo would be only $98,000. I refer you to the bottom 
of page 31 and the top of page 32 of the official transcript. No one 
could provide information at that time concerning additional require- 
ments such as buildings. Now, we are told in the ATC report sub- 

mitted to this subcommittee that S371. 000 new money will cover all 
edditional POL training facilities as well as providing academic 
space for other training programs. 

T should like to determine whether this is all the money for POL 
training facilities in the 1958 military construction budget, or whether 
there are hidden items elsewhere in the budget to indicate the Air 
Force still is not acting in good faith with respect to this program. 

Now. first, I want to make it clear that this is primarily a matter 
with the Air Training Command; it does not involve you, General 
Rentz. You are here to present the military construction items. 

Our only concern is, of course, that where you do require capital 
outlays, we want to find out whether or not this job can be done che: aper, 
the training part of it, through private contract, competitive bid basis, 
of course, than the Air Force can supply it, and the purpose of the 
meeting here today is to determine, first, the question of capital out- 
lay in connection with the facilities at Amarillo. 

This item that is in the budget, which is classified, did that carry 
a different title prior to, say, February of this year? Was it called 
something else? This particular item is not classified ¢ 

General Renrz. It is not classified. 

Senator Jackson. The only thing I can say is that Amarillo is a 
Training Command Station, as you know, but the $4 million plus 
that we are asking authorization for this year is for SAC facilities 
to complete a dispers sal base for a squadron of 52’s and tankers at 
Amarillo and for an ADC-FIS squadron at Amarillo. 

There are no facilities in this 1958 MCP that are tied to the petro- 
leum training that you are referring to. 

Senator J. \cKsoNn. Is there any item in here or in any part of the 
budget which is not referred to as a petroleum training center, but 
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referred to as something else, which could later be turned over for 
that purpose ? 

General Rentz. From the military construction angle, there is not, 
Senator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. So you know of no such 

General Rentz. I know of no such facility at Amarillo or any other 
Air Force Base that is put into this type of training. 

Mr. Ferry. Senator Jackson, may I come into this point? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. I thought we would do this, Mr. Ferry: I 
wanted to release the military construction people as soon as possible 
because they are not involved with the Air Training Command in this, 

They submit to you their items for presentation to this committee, 
but I presume you are not prepared to go yourself into the training 
courses and some other matters ? 

Mr. Ferry. This was a point touching military construction. 

It should be clear for the record that we have actually spent. some 
$97,000 at Amarillo in connection with the fuel-oil training course; 
$46,000 of that is the contractor’s costs, and the remainder of it was 
in Government-furnished equipment which was laying around idle 
and which was installed in Amarillo back last fall. 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Well, there is a proposal, according to the report submitted to the 
committee in response to our hearings, and I quote from page 7: 

Future requirements for classroom space required for missile and rocket pro- 
pellants— 
this is a report submitted by the Air Training Command, entitled “Sur- 
vey of Petroleum Training within the United States Air Force” and 
compiled for this committee. 

On page 7 of the report submitted, there is this statement and this 
was submitted last fall: 





Future requirements for classroom space required for missile and rocket 
propellants, as well as petrolteum training will cost an estimated $295,500. 
Recognition of this cost is made in this manner to insure complete comparability 
between the cost comparison being drawn. Summing these costs and addi- 
tional capital outlay for the future use of Amarillo, we find that the total 
amounts of $371,000 of new money required. 

Now, is that item any place? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

General Renrz. No, sir; it is not, Senator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. It is not in? 

General Rentz. It is not in the military construction program; no, 
sir. 

Senator Jackson. And it is not in the one now before us? 

General Renz. No, sir. 

Mr. Ferry. It is not inthe program. 

We have not included it in this program nor do we have any defi- 
nite fix on a future requirement for it. 

Senator Jackson. Are you going to do it all with the $97,000? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. I think it might be well to expand on that 
just a little. 

Senator Jackson. Why did he make this statement that they are 
going to have all of this? 

Mr. Ferry. At the time this statement was made, sir, it was con- 
templated that we would have to provide facilities for training in the 
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strange, exotic fuels for jet propulsion and so forth, and it was 
planned at that time to establish it at Amarillo. 

Since that time, a lot of water has passed under the bridge and we 
do not know exactly what we do want. We do not know where we 
want it. 

We have drawn no plans. So we have no intent to go out and take 
bids on that structure which, at the time he wrote the report was in 
our mind. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Ferry, in this report on page 2, for example, 
he criticized the facilities out in Oregon on the ground that, and he 
said : 

“These facilities”—I assume this is Colonel Stalder’s report actually 
drafted by him, I do not know 

Mr. Ferry. He had a good part to do with it. 

Senator Jackson. He made this statement on page 2, referring to 
the Tillamook facility. He said: 





These facilities include an underground tank farm and aqua system w hic h has 
very limited training capability since it can accommodate aviation gasoline 
only and is not exposed for instructional purposes. 

Isn’t that the very same kind of facility that is being transferred 
into Amarillo? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. How do you reconcile that ? 

Mr. Ferry. [ am unable to reconcile that statement, and I may have 
to turn to my friends in the training command to amplify that; 
but we certainly have put in some aqua system training at Amarillo 
because we still use aqua systems throughout various of the older sta- 
tions in the Air Force, and we have to have people trained in it. 

Senator JACKSON. But the main criticism he is making against the 
present training system is the aqua, mechanical system; yet that is the 
very thing being brought into Amarillo. There is a little confusion 
here. 

The bells have just rung for a rolleall, and I will have to go. I will 
be right back. We will stand in recess for a few minutes. 

(A short recess was taken.) 

Senator Jackson. I want to say that the basic issue involved in this 
matter does relate to training costs. 

Senator Symington’s committee has jurisdiction over that matter, 
and they are going into that. 

The only questions that I should like to ask here today relate to the 
previous hearing, in which we discussed the construction costs in con- 
nection with this training program. 

Now, the first item that I mentioned is in this report submitted by 
the Air Training Command. It is not dated, I do not believe, but it 
was in response ‘to the request the committee made at the hearing on 
July 23, 1956. 

One of the criticisms in the report with reference to the contractor 
relates to the mechanical and the aqua system. 

Do I understand this is—I am referring to the system at the Tilla- 
mook, Oreg. 

Do I understand this is the same kind of system that is being placed 

1 Amarillo? 
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Mr. Ferry. We have spent, sir, as I said previously, some $93,000 
to install both an aqua system and a hydrant system at Amarillo. 

The difference between what we have done at Amarillo and what 
is in existance at Tillamook is that we have installed this aboveground 
so that the aqua system and hydrant system component parts are 
visible to the students in order that they may have a clear understand- 
ing of the construction and of the interrelationship, working inter- 
rel: ationship, with the various parts. 

In other words, we have built, in effect, a working markup of an 
aqua system and of a hydrant system at Amarillo. 

Senator Jackson. Well, this statement, however, criticizes the use 
of the aqua system and the mechanical system in the training pro- 
gram; yet this is the very program that is being introduced at 
Amarillo. 

Mr. Ferry. I believe that the criticism is to the fact that the system 
installed at Tillamook is not visible and is not as valuable for training 
purposes, as would be desired. That is the only criticism. 

Mr. BeLrtev. I should correct that, sir. I am not an expert on the 
subject, but the committee requested that the clerk make a visit to 
both Amarillo and Tillamook, and I believe the Tillamook is also 
aboveground in those instances. 

Mr. Ferry. The aqua system is not, I believe. That, I am told, is 
below ground. 

Mr. BeLirv. I see. Has this installation at Amarillo been made 
since January 23, 1957 % 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir; it has. 

Mr. BeLirv. Because that is the time we visited Amarillo, and the 
equipment was then in the warehouse. 

Mr. Ferry. Yes. 

Mr. BeLiev. And about ready to be installed. 

Mr. Ferry. It has just recently been completed. 

Mr. BeLiev. The program given us at Amarillo, showing the gen- 
eral installation problems and training at POL facilities at Amarillo 
Air Force Base, dated January 1957, indicated 2 items in the amount 
of, one, the financial plant for the base in fiscal year 1957, major and 
minor construction programs, $47,000 for the aqua system, POL, and 
$49,900 for, I guess, installation of POL training school facilities. 

Are these the facilities you are referring to? 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir; those are the ones. 

Mr. BeLirv. That were installed since January 23, 1957? 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson, if I might for the moment 

Senator Jackson. In response to this, I want to finish up some other 
questions. 

Is that in connection with this same matter, the same questions? 

Mr. Ferry. If I may go off the record. 

(Off the record discussion.) 

Senator Jackson. You may now reply to that. 

Mr. Ferry. It is very unfortunate and disturbing to the Air Force 
that the chairman feels that there has been a lack of good faith in the 
treatment of the Air Force approach to this training facility. 

I would like to assure the chairman that the Air Force has acted 
completely honorably and completely in good faith, and I have 
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along with me today some representatives from the Training Com- 
mand who can address themselves in detail to the question of what 
seems to be a prejudging of the results of the bidding prior to the 
time that we wail have had an opportunity to analyze these bids. 

Basically, we had intended, prior to the July hearings of last year, 
we had intended to send a certain number of students for training to 
Amarillo. 

Those orders had been issued prior to the time the bids were received. 

I am informed that the intent had been to allow the orders to proceed 
until such time as we had an opportunity to analyze the bids that 
were submitted, and should it be Detaceiinel, after analysis of the bids, 
that it would be more advantageous to the Government to ship these 
students to Tillamook, that was the intent to do, to issue amended 
orders. 

I would like to say there was no bad faith. 

Senator Jackson. Well, I appreciate—I do not think there is on 
your part. I do not think there is on your part, gentlemen. 

But I have here copies of orders bearing the date of August 10, 1956, 
listing airmen to report there for training, and that certainly does 
not corroborate the position you have taken. 

At least, we should have been told at the hearing, full disclosure 
made, that this was going to happen. 

That was not the testimony. The testimony was clear, I think, all 
reasonable minds could agree that the bids were to be called to find 
out what the costs were going to be, and after we got that information, 
then they could decide whether we are going into this question or are 
going ahead with private contracting or let the Air Force do the job. 

But while that 1s going on and the very day the bid is being sub- 
mitted, orders bearing the date of August 10, 1956, calling for a long 
list of airmen to report for training effective—one group to report 
August 15, another group August 17—— 

Mr. Ferry. May [| at this point—— 

Senator Jackson (continuing). That is a complete contradiction of 
the testimony before the committee. 

Mr. Ferry. May I at this point, sir, ask General Combs, who is here 
with me today, from Training Command, to address himself in detail 
to this point in order that we may clarify for the record what it was 
that transpired and the timing thereof? 

Senator Jackson. Before you call the general—— 

Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson (continuing). You are here and the testimony is 
right here. I have read through it carefully. 

Do you not agree it was clear—I do not want to read this back to 
you, but if you want me to, I will—— 

Mr. Ferry. No necessity, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Because it is quite clear that was the under- 
standing that the committee had. 

Mr. Ferry. Let me go further and say, sir, that when I was here 
last year that, without refreshing my memory, it was also my inten- 
tion, my understanding exactly as you expressed it, Senator Jackson. 

The only difference lay that at the time the hearing was conducted 
back in July of last year, there was no intent at that time of the 
hearing to increase the number of students who were going to Ama- 
rillo. 
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It was to be determined subsequent to the receipt of these, an in- 
crease over the number who were scheduled to go to Amarillo—to 
Tillamook, sir; correction. 

Senator Jackson. The whole controversy the last time related to 
costs, and the idea was to call for bids to find the costs, the differen- 
tial in costs. If it is going to be done in good faith, you cannot turn 
around and order people to the Air Force training facility prior to 
the evaluation of the bids and still act in good faith, I submit. 

Mr. Ferry. It was not the same people, sir, is what I was trying 
to clarify. 

Senator Jackson. What same people? 

Mr. Ferry. It is not the same people because we had planned to 
send to Tillamook a certain number of students, and those certain 
number of students were to go to Tillamook whereas another certain 
number of students, I do not know the number, sir, but I can find out, 
were scheduled to go to Amarillo under any circumstances. 

Senator Jackson. That is not the representation made to the com- 
mittee, Mr. Secretary. I have read through the testimony and the 
point is that they had previously offered to train, see if my memory 
is correct here, 150 students in connection with the maintenance pro- 
gram 

Mr. Ferry. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson (continuing). And supply. 

General Comps. Supply. There were a large number. 

Senator Jackson. Three hundred and fifty-four? 

General Comes. Three hundred and forty-four. 

Senator Jackson. Three hundred and forty-four in connection 
with the maintenance program; is that correct? That had all been 
discussed prior to this July 23 meeting of the committee. 

Now, the total overall program involved somewhere in this area 
of supply and maintenance in the petroleum field, a little over 800. 

The purpose of calling for bids was to find out the exact training 
costs and to decide then whether to go forward with that program. 

Now, it was made clear as I read this record, and I have gone 
through and read it, that the balance that you are talking about was 
the reason why Mr. Klatt was called down to Amarillo to submit a 
proposal. If it was bidding on all he had agreed to do before, it 
would not make any sense; would it? But he was called down to 
Amarillo and he did submit a bid. 

I think the record will disclose, pursuant to the understanding 
that was had at the time, that he would submit a bid on the entire 
training program, the program on petroleum supply people and 
maintence; is that correct, General ? 

General Comps. As I understand it, he was asked to submit first 
a bid for 150 of the supply. 

Senator Jackson. Well, he had done that before. 

General Comps. He had done that before. 

Senator Jackson. That is right. 

General Comps. And at that time we had contemplated sending 
the balance of them to Amarillo and, as far as I recall, I was not 
present at the July hearing but as I recall, the intent of the Air 
Force to send some of the supply people to Amarillo was clear all 
along. 

Senator Jackson. You had better read the hearings. 
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General Comps. Because if you will recall, prior to the hearings in 
your office, you raised the question at that time as to our capacity 
to train these maintenance people, and I had to agree with you that 
Training Command at that time did not have that capacity. 

Senator Jackson. Well, General, and Mr. Secretary, the reason I 
raise all these questions in that as a Senator I find it difficult to know 
exactly what is going on and I just want to—I hate to bring this up 
again, but in view of this question of good faith coming in here, I 
have to read some of these unpleasant things into the record. 

I read now a letter that comes from General Bogart dated March 
21, 1956, addressed to me. Listen to this carefully. This is signed 
by Frank A. Bogart, major general, United States Air Force, Director 
of Budget 

Marcn 21, 1956. 

To confirm information furnished by telephone to Mr. Holt- 

that is my office— 
March 20, the United States Air Force fiscal policy 1957 budget estimate under 
the training program, operation and maintenance program, does not provide 
for formal training petroleum course to be conducted at Amarillo or Kessler 
Field. 

That is Keesler Air Force Base. 

Now, of course, the Air Force has to admit that somebody made a 
mistake on it because they were going ahead with this training pro- 
gram at Amarillo despite that, and what concerns me is that the bid 
is submitted, and it turns out that there was no apparent intent to 
open for bid this entire student load, because they had gone ahead with 
a program to train the balance of them at Amarillo. 

Mr. Frrry. Except, sir, as I said previously, and please this is not 
to be controversial, as I said previously, had it been determined that 

it would be advantageous and cheaper to send these boys, who were 
then ordered to Amarillo, we would have reversed the order. 

Senator Jackson. Let us do this in 1, 2 fashion; it is very simple. 

Was an invitation extended to the Northwest Training Institute at 
Tillamook, Oreg., to submit bids, first, on August 5 for this entire 
petroleum training program relating to the training of supply and 
maintenance people? I just want to 

Mr. Ferry. I am going to turn down here to Colonel Knowles, 
TECTAF, who is familis ar with that. 

General Comps. He is from Air Force Headquarters who issued 
the bids in such cases. 

Senator Jackson. Or was the bid to be opened on August 5? 

Colonel Know es. The bids, as originally requested from 20 some 
contractors, were due in July and were only for the lesser amount, 344 
of 1 course, and 150 of the other course, and we had a known commit- 
ment for 350 additional supply course people at that time. 

After the hearings you referred to in July, steps were taken to en- 
large and resubmit the bids, not only from one person but from every- 
body—— 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

Colonel Know tes. Continue—for the larger number. 

Senator Jackson. For the balance, the total ? 

Colonel Know rs. For the two bids that were asked for. There 
yas one for the equivalent to the first bid submitted, and the second 
one for the total amount. 
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Senator Jackson. And the total figure was what ? 

Colonel Know es. 844 or 494, respectively. 

Senator Jackson. And that was to have been opened on August 6. 

Colonel Know es. I am not sure of the date in August, it was early 
August 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

Colonel Know.es. Continue—thé bids were to be submitted. 

Senator Jackson. I understand they were to be opened on the 6th, 
and Mr. Klatt was advised, I think, the day before on August 5, that 
they had changed the er iteria and they asked him to submit new bids, 
which he did, ‘and he arrived in Amarillo on the 7th and submitted 
his bid on the 10th. 

Colonel Know es. But his bid and the time for others to submit 
extended beyond the 10th. The fact that he left his bid with us on 
that date was not the bid-opening date. 

Senator Jackson. It was not the opening date? We will ask Mr. 
Klatt for that. 

Were you there or do you have personal knowledge of this? 

Colonel Know es. I was at TECTAF at the time. Iam the assist- 
ant controller. I was not the purchasing and contracting officer in 
this act. 

Senator Jackson. When were the bids to be opened, Colonel ? 

Colonel KNow tes. Later that month after the normal elapsed 20-day 
period. 

Senator Jackson. Well, how then, Colonel, could you call for bids 
on the entire 844, when you had already assigned men to be trained 
at Amarillo? 

Colonel KNow.es. We were faced with the problem of reversing 
that planning which had gone forward prior to the committee’s ses- 
sion in July, stopping the instructors that were in place, stopping 
the inbound students, or going ahead as originally planned until 
such time as we knew (1) that we had a bid and (2) we knew the size 
of it economically. 

Senator Jackson. Colonel, did you act in good faith if you asked 
someone to bid on a program that you could not fulfill in view of the 
fact that you had already assigned those people to Amarillo? 

Colonel Knowtes. The entry “of the 10 people in the first class, if 
10 is the actual number, would not preclude our ability to send to 
Mr. Klatt, or to any other contractor, the full 844. 

Senator Jackson. Well it is not 10. 

Colonel Knownes. Our normal entry was 10 each 2 weeks. 

Senator Jackson. Yes; I guess this is another group I see here, 
mechanical jet training. I see on that it is; you are correct. 

Do you not think that you should have advised the committee that 
this program was already underway, and that it would not be pos- 
sible to call for bids on this part of the program ? 

General Comps. This is not mutually exclusive, Senator Jack- 
son. 

These people are ordered for training. They are coming out con- 
stantly. TECTAF has to get out orders, considerably in advai’e. 
I believe had Mr. Klatt come in with an acceptable bid and had he 
been awarded the entire contract, we would have sent the students 
there. 

Senator Jackson. Your program is calling for 10 each 2 weeks? 
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General Comss. At that time. It will be 20 from now on. 

Senator Jackson. When did you evaluate the bids? 

Colonel Know tes. Later in August. I am not familiar with the 
exact date as to whether it was the 15th, 18th, or 20th. It was roughly 
10 days after Mr. Klatt was down there. 

Senator Jackson. You see, the reason I ask all these questions is 
because we were led to believe and were told, you know, there was not 
to be a training program at Amarillo, and that is why—— 

General Comes. Sir, as you recall, we had informed you earlier that 
we had the capacity, even before this contract was renewed last year, 
only to train at that time the supply specialists and not the mainte- 
nance men, and we had the capacity to train the supply specialists 
there. 

Senator Jackson. I think the record here will have to speak for 
itself. 

I just want to ask one other question because of some other testi- 
mony. 

Senator Symington’s committee will go into the training course. 
How do you account for the discrepancy in the training costs submit- 
ted by the Secretary of the Air Force and the costs submitted by who- 
ever prepared this document? Who did prepare this statement sub- 
mitted to the committee ? 

General Comps. There have been several submitted to the com- 
mittee, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Well, there is one in response to the committee 
hearings. It is the one entitled “Survey of Petroleum Training With- 
in the United States Air Force.” 

Colonel Knowtes. We, down at Technical Training Air Force 
worked up a complete study, of which the people at Air Force ex- 
tracted and put into written form 

Senator Jackson. Was that Colonel Stalder? 

Colonel Knowtes. Colonel Stalder. I was up here helping and 
there were several people. There was no one author. 

Senator Jackson. How do you account for the discrepancy ? 

Colonel Knowtes. I account for the discrepancy by realizing the 
difference in the ground rules under which the two figures are pre- 
pared. 

The study prepared a year ago, in response to the committee hearing, 
asked us to specifically, item by item, compare the bid as submitted, 
versus our direct costs for doing the same work at Amarillo. 

We did just that. The figure of $29.04 is prepared under an entirely 
different set of ground rules which say, in effect, to take all costs at 
Amarillo and divide them by the man-days of training conducted. 

In that cost of $29 you have the payroll costs of e: ich and every 
student. You have the airplane gasoline, the aircraft engine replace- 
ment and all Air Force operating ¢ osts, many of which are not directly 
relatable at all to the similar service furnished under the contract 

Senator Jackson. Now, taking the Oregon school costs on that, 
using the Amarillo figure that the Secretary submitted, what would 
they “be per day per student under your formula? 

Colonel Know rs. Between $11 and $12 a day. 

Senator Jackson. You mean that they could do it for $11 or $12 
a day, and it costs the Air Force $29 a day ? 
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Colonel KNowuegs. No, sir. 

I am saying that when you add all of the costs of operating a base 
you have many costs that are not connected with classroom training, 
that are a direct operating cost of the Air Force, and I refer specifically 
to the operation of the aircraft, the fuel therein, the replacement parts, 
which have nothing to do with petroleum training or housekeeping for 
petroleum students. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

Just to make the record here complete, would you state now what 
the $29 figure that the Secretary of the Air Force submitted as the 
per diem costs per student—what criteria that is based on? Just give 
it to us, and then I will desist. 

Colonel Know es. The criteria 4 

Senator Jackson. You say it is different criteria, and that is why 
Tam asking that you g give it. 

Colonel KNowzes. Y es, Sir. 

The criteria for the course cost report which has a contrel number 
that I will have to supply later; I do not have it. 

Senator Jackson. You are famiilar with this ? 

Colonel KNowtrs. I am very familiar with the contents of the letter 
and its preparation. 

Senator Jackson. That the Secretary of the Air Force submitted to 
Senator Symington ? 

Colonel Knowtes. Yes. 

Senator Jackson., All right. 

Colonel Knowxes. That is based upon the total cost of operating 
Amarillo Air Force Base divided by the number of classroom student- 
days to arrive at an average student-day cost, academic day. 

Senator Jackson. That is the total criteria / 

Colonel KNow es. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. Allright. Now, what are the costs that the figure 
of the Northwest Training Institute at Tillamook—what are they 
based on ? 

Colonel Know es. In the proposal submitted, costs were broken 
down under such headings as “Preparation for training,” “Instructor 
pay,” “Housing,” “Messing,” “Food service,” “Local transportation,” 
“Medical labor,” “Medical ‘supplies, “Supplies excluding medical,” 
and a list of that type of items, which were directly relatable to the 
housekeeping and classroom training of the students that he was bid- 
ding on to provide services for. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

Now, what was the criterion or what were the criteria used in con- 
nection with the cost figures submitted in connection with this docu- 
ment entitled “Survey of Petroleum Training Within United States 
Air Force”? 

Colonel Know tes. Actually, recorded dollar costs divided—reduced 
down to the individual unit size because, of course, only a very small 
portion of Amarillo would be used in this particular classroom course. 

General Comps. I think it would be more fair to say it was based 
on a comparable item-by-item costing of the same items used by Mr. 
Klatt in his contract bid; is that not right ? 

Colonel KNow.es. That is what Lam saying. 
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General Comes. In other words, that excludes them from the cost 
at Amarillo, the costs of maintaining a service for transient aircraft 
or for flying facilities, or for the other activities connected with the 
base. 

Senator Jackson. Do you feel the cost figures then submitted by 
the Secretary of the Air Force are not—I mean they did not use 
proper criteria ? 

General Comes. I think we are comparing two things that are each 
true but not comparable, sir. 

Senator Jackson. I just want to give you an opportunity to get 
this in the record now. 

Have you listed all criteria that go into the various formulas? I 
say, have you listed that all now ? 

Colonel Know es. I have not listed each item under which he sub- 
mitted his bid and which we made comparisons, but I have here and 
can make a copy of the items and submit that for the record. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 
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(Senator Stennis is now presiding. ) 

Senator Jackson. Senator Symington’s subcommittee is going into 
this whole question of contract training costs versus the Air Force 
training costs. That part of the matter is not a matter for this 
committee. 

However, the question of capital outlay is a matter for this sub- 
committee. 

What is the plan or the program in connection with this item 
referred to in the report submitted to the subcommittee, and in which 
it was indicated at that time it asked for a total of $371,500? This 
appears at page 7 of that report. 

Mr. Ferry. I think I can answer that, sir, from the construction 
point of view. 

That was made up of two things: It was made up of the petroleum 
facilities which have been installed and now in use at Amarillo, con- 
sisting of $93,000 worth of material and labor, plus a building that 
was estimated at that time to cost $290,000 

Senator Jackson. $295,500? 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. 

Senator Jackson. By the way, what was that item referred to 
originally? Was it not called a training facility for petroleum? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir; for fuels. 

Senator Jackson. For fuels? 

Mr. Ferry. For fuels. 

General Comps. Nonconventional fuels. 

Senator Jackson. Why did they change the title a little later on or 
earlier this year to “Missile and rocket elements” ? 

Mr Ferry. Because that was the fuel, it was contemplated to be 
used for. 

Senator Jackson. Did it always bear that descriptive title? 

Mr. Ferry. I cannot answer that. 

Senator Jackson. Would you find out for us on that? 

Mr. Ferry. I will be glad to, but it was always intended, sir, as the 
specialized fuel training course. That has been deleted and there is 
no intention to construct that building at Amarillo or, for that matter, 
we have no plans to construct it anywhere else. 

Senator Jackson. And you can carry on this training program 
with a total expenditure of how much? 

Mr. Ferry. $93,000. 

Senator Jackson. And you are not going to have anything else 
built to do it? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

General Comps. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You are not going to use any other facility ? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. And you can do this job adequately and meet all 
of your Air Force training requirement standards? 

Mr. Ferry. I must now turn to my training people to ask them to 
answer that. 

General Comps. Yes, sir; we can, sir. 

Senator Jackson. And the criteria‘laid down by the training com- 
mand in this area, which involves supply and maintenance of petro- 
leum products? 
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General Comps. Yes, sir. The records show that money has been 
spent, those contracts have been performed and those two systems are 
there. 

Senator Jackson. The systems will give you the type of facilities 
that will meet all of the criteria for training in this area? 

General Comps. In this area, except 

Senator Jackson. Pardon me? 

General Comers. In the conventional fuels area which we are talk- 
ing about. 

As Mr. Ferry mentioned, we do not know what the requirement is 
going to be in the unconventional fuels. 

Senator Jackson. I am not asking about that, but I mean it will 
meet the current criteria 

General Comps. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Continue—lay down for training, supply, and 
maintenance personnel in connection with the use of petroleum 
products ? 

General Comps. Current and foreseeable, both in terms of quantity 
and in terms of quality. 

Senator Jackson. So you do not need any more money for new 
facilities or buildings ¢ 

General Comps. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You are going to do it all within the amount 
indicated here ? 

General Comps. That is correct. 

Senator Jackson. I think that while you gentlemen are up here, 
Senator Symington’s staff probably will w ant to go over these items 
with you on the training costs. We can go into that, I think, since his 
staff man, Mr. French, is here, if you can meet with him after we get 
through. 

Mr. Ferry. Is he here today? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Mr. Ferry. Fine. We will get together. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, that is all on this at this time. 

Senator Srennis. Senator Jackson, I thank you very much for 
proceeding on this matter, and we thank you, gentlemen, for coming 
over. I am not familiar with it as of now, but I will get familiar with 
it through Senator Jackson and Mr. BeLieu here. 

Senator Jackson. That is all for now. 

Senator Srennis. All right. Thank you very much gentlemen, for 
coming over. We appreciate your presence here. 

On the next matter, we have General Shuler. 

Will you come around and have a seat there, and make yourself 
at home? 

General Shuler, you know this is a special hearing here that you 
were asked to come over to cover for the proposed hospital at Fort 
Jackson, S. C. 

We have with us Senator Thurmond, of South Carolina, who is 
interested in this project, and he has been invited here not only as a 
witness but for the purpose of asking any questions that he may 
desire. 

He is not only a Senator, but he is a worthy member of the Reserve 
force, Army Reserve Corps, and has attained the rank of general. 
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I am a great believer in the Regular services, and also in the citi- 
zens’ army, citizen-soldier concept, and I am very proud that he has 
given the time over the years to serve in the way he has, and am glad 


that he has attained the recognition and rank that he has. 
I hope he will some day be a member of this committee, if 1 may 


say so, Senator. 
Senator THurmonp. Thank you very much. 


Senator Srennis. We have the record we made last year with ref- 
erence to this hospital at Fort Jackson. We have a review here 
which was prepared by the Army on May 27, a review of the facts, 
and I am sure each of you are familiar with this. 

Senator Thurmond, that is just a historical statement of what has 
happened. 

I think that ought to go into the record. General Shuler, are you 
familiar with that memorandum ? 

General Suuter. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. Just a chronological statement. 

General Suuter. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Srennis. Put that in the record, will you, Mr. Reporter. 

(The statement referred to is as follows:) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY, 
OFFICE OF DEPUTY CHIEF OF STAFF FOR LOGISTICS, 
CONSTRUCTION DIVISION, 
May 27, 1957 
Fort JACKSON HosprraL 


1. Public Law 161, 84th Congress (fiscal year 1956 MCA) authorized $5 mil- 
lion for the construction of a permanent hospital at Fort Jackson, S. C., at that 
time not a permanent station. Appropriations for this facility were contained 
in Public Law 219, 84th Congress, same session. 

2. The size of the hospital contemplated at that time was a 250-bed facility 
on a 500-bed chassis. This size was based on a then projected strength of 
11,600 at the end of calendar year 1957. 

3. No request for authorization of subject hospital was contained in the 
fiscal year 1956 military public works bill as submitted to Congress. The $5 
million authorization was added to the Army’s program by the House Armed 
Services Committee. This action was resisted by the Army witness on the 
basis that the then Camp Jackson was not a permanent station and that Army 
policy did not permit the construction of a permanent hospital at a temporary 
station. In addition, it was stated that the Army had need for other perma- 
nent hospitals of higher priority. 

4. Fort Jackson was designated a permanent station by General Order No. 
11, dated March 21, 1956. 

5. After the designation of Fort Jackson as a permanent station, and the es- 
tablishment of a permanent strength and mission for planning purposes, the 
Department of the Army restudied the medical requirements for the post. 
Based on a long-range strength of 14,340 plus an additional 8,000 Reserve 
Forces Act trainees, or a total of 22,340 personnel, it was determined that the 
size of the proposed facility should be increased from a 250/500-bed facility as 
authorized, to a 500/1,000-bed facility. 

6. The change in the size of the proposed hospital will require approval by the 
Congress of additional authorization and appropriations in the amount of $5.4 
million to bring the total to $10.4 million. The Department of the Army did 
not request the additional authorization in fiscal year 1958, since there are 
eight other hospitals required for replacement which are of higher priority than 
the Fort Jackson Hospital; and since it will require about a year to design the 
larger facility. The Army has requested an apportionment of funds in the 
amount $350,000 from the Bureau of the Budget to do the final design of this 
facility. 

7. During hearings before the House Armed Services Committee on H. R. 
7130 (fiscal year 1958 military public works bill), the committee passed an 
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amendment to section 107, adding $5.4 million to title I for the increased 
authorization necessary for the larger facility. 

Senator STENNIS. Senator Thurmond, as this is not in the bill and 
not recommended by the Bureau of the Budget, suppose you proceed 
and make known your position, and your request, and then we will 
call on the Army to respond. 


STATEMENT OF HON. STROM THURMOND, A UNITED STATES 
SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA 





Senator THurmonp. Mr. Chairman 

Senator Srennis. You may remain seated. 

Senator THurmonp. I believe I would rather stand. 

I want to thank this able and distinguished chairman, the Senator 
from Mississippi, for arranging for me to appear before this subeom- 
mittee. There is no man in the Senate for whom I hold a higher 
esteem and admiration than the chairman of this subcommittee. 

Senator Stennis. Thank you, sir. 

Senator Tuurmonp. I would like to thank Colonel BeLieu for his 
kindness, too, in working with my office on the arrangements. We 
appreciate his efficiency in this connection. 

Mr. BeLrev. Thank you, sir. 

Senator THurmonp. Mr. Chairman, in 1955 $5 million was author- 
ized and appropriated for a hospital at Fort ialeaes a 250-bed hospi- 
tal on a 500-bed chassis. 

No action was taken. Although the money was appropriated and 
we thought the hospital was going to be built and started soon there- 
after, it was not started in 1955 or 1956, and it has not been started 
yet. 

We contacted Army Secretary Brucker, and we contacted Dr. 
Berry in the Defense Department. And they concluded that, on 
account of Fort Jackson being in such a strategic location, it would 
serve not only the Army but other services—for instance, Shaw Air 
Force Base is not very far from there—and they reached ‘the conclu- 
sion that it would be well, when the hospital were built, if a 500-bed 
hospital were built, and they wanted it on a 1,000-bed chassis. 

Now, I am appearing here now 

Senator Srennis. Excuse me. You say—who was it who concluded 
that Shaw Air Force Base could also use it? 

Senator THurmMonp. Well, my understanding is that it can be used 
by the Shaw Air Force Base, and any other military installations in 
that section. The Shaw Air Force Base is just about thirty-odd miles 
from there. This would be a large regional hospital. It was origi- 
nally planned, I believe, for a projec ‘ted ‘strength of 11,600. But, since 
then, my underst: inding i is that it is planned on a larger scale. 

Dr. Berry felt that ‘they should not begin the construction of a 
hospital that would not be adequate in the end. In other wor ds, I 

can see his reason for that, because, if this is to be a large regional 
puaiib ul, it ought to be planned from the beginning, to save the 
Government additional expense which would be incurred by adding 

wings later, where preplanning had not been properly made. 

The Army concurred, I believe, in the decision of the Defense De- 
partment that. this should be done, and I might say that the House 
Armed Services Committee has already amended its bill to provide for 











| 
! 
| 
| 
) 








716 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


the very thing I am asking this committee here to do, which is merely 
to change the authorization from a 250-bed hospital on a 500-bed 
chassis to a 500-bed hospital on a 1,000-bed chassis, and it would take 
$5.4 million additional as a final authorization ; $5 million has already 
been appropriated. 

No immediate money is being asked, because the money on hand 
which has already been appropriated will enable the Army to go 
forward with this hospital. I do not know just what happened down 
the line. Of course, a lot of things could have happened as to just 
why it was not included in this bill by the Army. Maybe they had 
instructions not to. But, if the Chairman will permit, I would like 
to propound a few questions to the Army officials who are here, and 
whichever official is in a position to answer these questions, 1 would 
like to put them to him. 

Senator Srennis. Suppose you finish your statement. I kind of 
like to get all a man’s position in, and then he can develop what proof 
he wants to, and General Shuler will be here as a witness when you 
are through. Did that cover the points you wanted to make? 

Senator THuRMOND. Well, the only other thing I had started to say 
is that Fort Jackson has been a camp or a fort for many, many years, 
long before World War I, and it is located in a good Army town. 
The Army people tell me there is not a city in the United States where 
they have any better relations than they do in Columbia, 5S. C. 

The people there take the men and the officers into their homes, 
and they have wonderful cooperation. The newspapers cooperate 
with them fully, and they are very highly pleased with Columbia as 
an Army town. Now, we feel that the planning of the Defense 
Department here is correct; that since they are pl anning, they have 
decided that this 500-bed hospital on a 1,000-bed chassis should be 
clone before they even start, and, if that is authorized, I am sure that 
they will be ready to proceed. 

And we are very anxious that that go forward. We have been 
working on this matter. Ever since I came to the Senate, as the 
distinguished chairman knows, I have been vitally interested in this 
matter. Young men are sent down there to receive this 6-month and 
2-year training, and they have thousands of men there in training all 
the time, in addition to a division and other troops which are there 
from time to time, which they move about. I think that about covers 
my statement on the matter. . 

Senator Stennis. All right. That is fine. 

Senator THurmonp. And I will ask a few questions, if the chair- 
man will permit. 

Senator Stennis. Yes; certainly. Let us see what the general has 
to say, and then we will let you question him on anything you want to. 


STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. WILLIAM R. SHULER, CHIEF OF CON- 
STRUCTION DIVISION, UNITED STATES ARMY 


General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to place certain things 
in the record 

Senator Stennis. Excuse me a minute. 

General Shuler here is the man who represents the Army on all 
these construction projects, you see. He is familiar with the whole 
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picture, and we asked him to be especially prepared today. So he is 
the man to talk to. 

All right, General. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, there has been no design work 
done on the Fort Jackson Hospital. The hospital which Congress 
authorized in 1955, when Fort Jackson was not a permanent station, 
is inadequate in size for Fort Jackson under current requirements. 

Since Fort Jackson is now a permanent station, and taking into 
account the total long-range requirements for hospital beds, includ- 
ing those required by the Reserve forces trainees, a 500-bed hospital 
on a 1,000-bed chassis is now required in lieu of the 250-bed hospital 
on a 500-bed chassis presently authorized. 

Therefore, the Department of the Army has not proceeded on the 
design of the presently authorized hospital. 

The reason we did not ask for this request, sir, for the additional au- 
thorization in the fiscal year 1958 program, is as follows: 

A permanent hospital at Fort Jackson does not qualify within the 
Department of the Army priority in the fiseal year 1958 MCA pro- 
gram which the Department of the Army has been permitted by the 
Department of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget to submit to 
the Congress. 

The Department of the Army has a requirement for 8 other per- 
manent hospitals which are considered to have a higher priority than 
Fort Jackson, and none of these 8 hospitals are included in the 
fiseal year 1958 MCA authorization program which the Department 
of the Army was allowed to submit to the Congress. 

Senator Srennts. Pardon me, now. You have 8 which are on «a 
priority list ahead of this 1, and those 8 are not requested this year ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. There were three in this pro- 
gram which were deleted by the Department of Defense and the 
Bureau of the Budget. There are five others. 

However, sir, as I told the House Armed Services Committee in my 
testimony, in answer to direct questions, I told them we were going 
to go ahead on the design of this larger hospital; that we were re- 
questing the approval of the Department of Defense and Bureau 
of the Budget to so initiate the design. 

And, to get the facts in the record, the Department of the Army 
submitted to the Department of Defense on May 24, 1957 an appor- 
tionment request to provide funds for the design of this 500-bed on a 
1,000-bed chassis hospital for Fort. Jackson, S. C. 

On June 6, 1957, the Department of Defense submitted this project 
to the Bureau of the Budget in conformance with Bureau of the 
Budget Circular A-27. 

Now, this circular, sir, requires review by the Executive Offices of 
the President of all Federal hospitals and convalescent facilities in 
order to prevent overlapping and duplication of federally provided 
facilities. 

In addition to the above action, on June 11, 1957, the Bureau of the 
Budget was requested by the Department of Defense to concur in the 
utilization of funds currently available to the Department of the Army 
which would enable the Army to proceed with the design of th 
hospital. 

So, we have started, sir, to endeavor to do the design. 
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Senator Stennis. Pardon me, what was the last request? Who 
made the request, and to whom ? 

General Sauter. We requested of the Department of Nefense, sir, 
and they have transmitted that request, after review, to the Bureau of 
the Budget. 

Senator Stennis. That is the Executive Bureau of the Budget? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir. That isthe Bureau of the Budget. 

Senator StENN1s. That is the President’s Bureau of the Budget ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Senator Srennis. All right. 

General Suuter. Now, this will take, sir, about a year to design. 
This is a large hospital. And another reason we did not request the 
additional authorization in fiscal year 1958 was because we felt we 
would not need it until the beginning of fiscal year 1959. 

I did not resist the House Armed Services Committee in their 
amendment, but that is the reason why we did not request it, sir; and 
naturally we would not spend $350,000 to design this, Mr. Chairman, if 
we did not intend to go ahead and ‘build it. 

I cannot say exactly when, but we certainly have the intent to build 
the hospital, in spite of the fact that it is not top priority on our hos- 
pital needs. 

Senator Stennis. Before you leave that point. 

If we calcraiinaliae the money this year, would you get ithe building 
started any earlier than if we appropriated it next year 

General Suuter. No, sir. In my professional opinion, § sir, we would 
need the money sometime in August or September of the beginning of 
fiscal year 1959. 

Senator Srennis. Well now, that is the next angle of my question, 
Your answer to the question being what it is, the next question 1s, why ? 
Why do you conclude that now ? 

General Siruter. Because it takes about a-year, sir, in the opinion 
of the Corps of Engineers, to design this hospit: al and be ready to 
request bids from competitiv e bidders. 

Senator STeNNis. You would merely use the money that we have 
already appropriated, when you do start to build, on this chassis; 
is that right ? 

General Suter. No, sir; we would use the money you have already 
appropriated to design the hospital, and the $5 million already ap- 
propriated, to add the additional $5.4 million to give us the total 
amount of money. 

Senator Srennis. You are going to design the full-sized hospital ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Senator Srennis. And build the entire hospital when you start 
construction ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Stennis. About this apportionment now, if we go on and 
appropriate this additional money, I mean make this authorization 
and all, would that hasten the apportionment of this appropriated 
money for this purpose ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I cannot answer that, because that 
would be up to the Bureau of the Budget. I do not feel, sir, it would, 
but it could possibly. 

I do not feel, professionally, it would, sir, from being around here 
3 years in this; I do not think it w ould, sir. 
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Senator Srennis. All right. 

Is there any other point you wish to make before you are questioned 
about it ? 

General Souter. No, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Thurmond, we extend to you the privilege 
of asking questions. 

Senator Tuurmonp. Thank you very much; thank you, gentlemen 
on the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is clear from what the general said that 
the Defense Department and the Army want to build the 500-bed 
hospital on a 1,000-bed chassis, and that would appear to be the logical 
and sensible course to pursue. 

But it is going to . necessary to change this authorization from 
what it is now, for a 250-bed hospital, to the 500-bed hospital. And 
we would like for that to be done in the bill that you now are consider- 
ing, because you would not have to appropriate any more money, as 
he said, but it gives them that authority, and they know what they 
are doing, and then they will not be hesitant to design this hospital 
or to begin construction as soon as it is possible to do so. 

Whereas, as long as they have only the authorization for a 250-bed 
hospital on a 500-bed chassis, they may be reluctant to design it, not 
knowing the Congress will ever give them this authorization. 

So I think it is highly important that it be authorized on a perma- 
nent basis, the size that they will eventually need. 

Senator Jackson. Could I ask one question, if you will yield for 
a moment ? 

Senator THurmonp. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. Under the existing authorization, under the exist- 
ing statute, could you go ahead and design a 500-bed on a 1,000-bed 
chassis hospital ? 

General Suuter. Sir, that is the question now sitting in the Bu- 
reau of the Budget. We think they will approve it, sir, and we are 
all ready to go on it, and we desire to go ahead on the design. 

Senator Jackson. The most important thing is to get the design 
work underway for the 500-bed on a 1,000-bed chassis? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You cannot do anything until you have your 
design, engineering, and planning complete, ready to let bids? 

General Suuter. Right, sir. 

Senator Tuourmonp. Of course, they would not feel safe in design- 
ing unless they knew they were going to have authorization to carry 
through on it; in other words, authorization to build this hospital. 

Senator Jackson. If they get an apportionment of funds, though, 
from the Bureau of the Budget for this purpose, I do not think 

General Suuter. It is perfectly legal, Senator. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator THurmMonp. Mr. Chairman, we want to be sure that this 
hospital is going to be started. Now, they have not started it so far; 
and they tell us the reason, Dr. Berry told me and Governor Brucker 
told me, that they wanted that authorization for the 500-bed hospital. 

And now I am trying to overcome that obstacle, and that is what I 
am asking your committee to help us do, because eventually they will 
need the authorization. So if the hospital is going to be built at all, 
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I can see no objection to giving them the authorization now for the 
hospital that will be needed in the end, and we are not asking any 
money right now. It is just to give them the authorization to build 
the hospital which they say they need, and which the general says 
here now that they want, the 500-bed hospital on a 1,000-bed chassis. 

Senator Jackson. If you are going to build a hospital there, it is a 
permanent facility. 

Senator TuHurmonp. That is right. 

Senator Jackson. Under the criteria which apply to a permanent 
facility, you have to make it a 500-bed hospital, if you are going to 
build a hospital. 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, may I straighten out one impression which I hope 
Senator Thurmond has not gained from my testimony. 

Senator Stennis. Certainly. 

General Suuter. We are in no way opposing, per se, the addition of 
this additional authorization. I was merely explaining why we had 
not requested it of our own volition in this fiscal year 1958 bill, and 
that. was because we did not need it until the beginning of fiscal year 
1959, and the intent would be to request it in the later bill. 

Senator Jackson. General, could you submit the list of the other 
hospitals, 7 or 8 of them ? 

General Suuter. I can give them for the record right now, sir. 

Senator Jackson. I just want to get them. 

General Suter. They are not necessarily in order of priority, sir, 
and I do not believe I can give that, but the stations involved are 
Fort Leonard Wood, Fort McClellan, Fort Eustis, Fort Hood, Fort 
Ord, United States Military Academy, Carlisle Barracks, and Fort 
Devens. 

Senator Jackson. Is it understood that the listing of them is not in 
order of priority. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator TuHurmonp. I want to say this: In speaking of taking this 
hospital off of the permanent list, when President Truman was Presi- 
dent, it had been a fort up to then. And about 1949, I believe, he took 
Fort Jackson off as a permanent station, and it reverted to a camp 
status. 

But it has been restored to a fort, and so there is no question but 
that it is now a permanent fort, as the General says. 

General Suuter. I am confident it will be a permanent fort, because 
you can go out there and, 30 minutes after a rain, train troops. It is 
a sandy soil, and the water goes right through, and it is an ideal 
training ground. 

Senator Srennis. That is where you bring the inductees in? 

General SHuter. Replacement training center. 

Senator Srennis. I was at Fort Bragg when they brought over 
some special men from Fort Jackson to make a demonstration there. 
I understood they were inductees and they were there for basic train- 
ing for a little while. 

Senator Tuurmonp. I think as long as the United States has an 
Army, Fort Jackson is bound to be one of its leading installations. 
Not. because it is in my home State of South Carolina, but because 
of its many advantages—the terrain, the soil, the climate, and the 
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attitude of the people in the city, and the other advantages that I can 
mention. 

Senator Jackson. I know the Senator is just as impartial about 
Fort Jackson as the Senator from Washington is impartial about 
Fort Lewis. [Laughter. | e 

Senator Srennis. You say it is going to be a regional hospital, 
Senator? 

Senator Trrurmonp. That is my understanding; isn’t that correct, 
General ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I would like to tell you exactly 
the way we figured the need for the 500-bed hospital, because I thin 
that explains thoroughly what the hospital is going to serve. 

By taking the experience for the Regular Army troops over a period 
of a year, and also the experience of the trainees over a period of a 
year, and then how many Navy-Marine beds are utilized, how many 
Air Force beds, and so forth, we arrived, by taking the proper 
strength at the station, at 152 beds for Regular Army, 1 for Navy- 
Marine use, 5 beds for Air Force, 153 beds for Reserve Forces Act 
trainees, 53 beds for dependents, 9 beds for others—which would be 
retired military type. That gives you 373 beds. 

Then you have a dispersion factor of 25 percent, because you can- 
not have all different types of diseases in the same room, so you do 
have vacant beds in a number of sections at the hospital at any one 
time, usually. And that gives you 466. 

Then the most economical size close to that is the 500-bed ‘on a 
1,000-bed chassis, and that is the way that is figured. 

Senator Thurmond, I do not believe it would be called a regional 
hospital by pure definition, but it would serve that region as far as 
the Army is concerned, and would take in any Navy and Air Force 
cases they asked us to take in if we could, and it would serve the Re- 
serve Forces Act trainees. 

Senator Stennis. My guess is you will never get anybody from the 
Navy or Air Force in there unless they have an automobile wreck, 
because they carry this line of service even to the extent of illness. 

It is really not a regional hospital, then, for the Army, but it is 
designed to serve the military people in that region ? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator THurmonp. Maybe I expressed it in reverse to say it was 
regional rather than for the region. 

might ask him a few questions now. 

Senator Stennis. Proceed. 

Senator THurmonp. Just for the record. 

General, is not Fort Jackson at Columbia, S. C., a permanent Army 
installation ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Tuurmonp. Did not the Congress 2 years ago authorize and 
appropriate $5 million to start construction on a permanent hospital 
at Fort Jackson ? 

General Suuter. Senator, they authorized $5 million and appro- 
priated $5 million for construction of a hospital at Fort Jackson. I 
am not sure I could agree, sir, with the wording to start a “perma- 


nent hospital” at Fort Jackson. But I think it amounts to the same- 


thing, sir. 
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Senator Taurmonp. General, did not the Army make a study of the 
hospital requirements at Fort Jackson, and decide that a 500-bed hos- 
pital on a 1,000-bed chassis was needed at this post ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Tuurmonp. When was this decision reached by the Army ¢ 

General Suuuer. I would say, sir, that it was reached within a few 
months after Fort Jackson was made a permanent station, which was, 
the date of its being made permanent was, March 21, 1956. 

Senator Jackson. I would say the Senator from South Carolina is 
very diligent in prosecuting this requested authorization. 

enator THurmonp. Well, my good friend from Washington, Sen- 
ator Jackson, I feel it is such a worthy cause that I would be negli- 
gent if I did not present the various phases of it to this committee. 

Senator Jackson. I was just complimenting the Senator. 

Senator THurmonp. Is it not true that the Army can more prop- 
erly plan the type and size of hospital needed at Fort Jackson if 
this legislation will authorize the size hospital which the Army has 
concluded it needs at this post ? 

General Suuter. Sir, would you repeat that, please? 

Senator THurmonp. Do you want me to repeat that ? 

Is it not true that the Army can more properly plan the type and 
size of hospital needed at Fort Jackson if this legislation will author- 
ize hs size hospital which the Army has concluded it needs at this 

ost 
’ General Suuter. I do not think, sir, it would help us plan the 
proper size, but I would agree that it would make it more certain 
that we could go ahead with it; yes, sir. 

Senator Tuurmonp. What is the estimate that the Army engineers 
have agreed upon as the cost of a 500-bed hospital on a 1,000-bed 
chassis at Fort Jackson ? 

General Suuter. $10.4 million, sir. 

Senator TuHurmonp. Is it not true that the $5 million already ap- 
propriated will be adequate to complete the plans for the hospital in 
question and start construction during the next fiscal year ? 

General Suuter. No, sir. Senator Thurmond, we would use about 
$350,000 of that $5 million for the design. We would need the addi- 
tional authorization and money to construct the hospital, because we 
would let it all as one contract. That would be the only economical 
way to do it, so we would need the $10.4 million in authorization in 
that amount before we could award the contract. ; 

Senator THurmonp. And so you do need this authorization that I 
am asking today, then, before you can let a contract; do you not? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; we do. But we would not let the con- 
tract until the beginning of fiscal year 1959, sir. 

Senator THurmonp. I am glad you brought out what you did. 
However, the question, as I worded it, is this way: Is it not true 
that the $5 million already appropriated would be adequate to com- 
plete the plans, which it would 

General Suuter. Yes, it would. 

Senator THurmonp (continuing). For the hospital in question, and 
would give funds with which to start construction ? 

General Suuter. It would, sir, except that we would not start con- 
struction with partial funds. We would need all the funds for the 
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total hospital in order to award a contract, sir, because you could not 
do this in phases. 

Senator THurmonp. And it is important that you get the authori- 
zation for the 500-bed hospital on the 1,000-bed chassis, really, before 
you go ahead; is it not ? 

General Suvuter. We would have to have that before we awarded 
the contract. 

Senator THurmonp. Yes, sir. And that is the importance, gentle- 
men. 

Senator Jackson. We understand you cannot appropriate the money 
without the full authorization. 

Senator Tuurmonp. Is it not true if this new authorization is 
granted in this legislation, it would not involve the appropriation of 
any further moneys during the fiscal year 1958 ? 

General Suuter. Sir, I would hope that it would, because although 
it could very well be that the Appropriations Committees would ap- 
prove the use of that authorization without specifically appropriating 
any money for it, as has been done for it in past years, however, the 
Army would hope that $5 million would be appropriated against the 
$5 million increase in authorization. 

Actually that should be $5.4 million for both these figures. 

Senator THurmonp. Five million dollars has already been appro- 
priated, and $5.4 million additional is needed. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator THurmonp. That is correct. Those are the figures I have, 
too. 

General Sutter. We would hope, if we got the additional authori- 
zation in that amount, we would also get the additional money to 
match it. 

Senator THurmonp. That could be done, the additional money could 
be given another year, though. In other words, that would not re- 
quire an additional appropriation of this session of Congress, though. 

General Suuter. No, sir; we could not use the money this fiscal 
year. 

Senator Tuurmonp. That is right. 

General Suvuter. We would have to have it the first part of next 
fiscal year. 

Senator THurmonp. Do you not feel that a permanent Army post 
which undertakes the initial training of young men going into the 
Army should have a modern and efficiently operated hospital ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; I think they all should—all permanent 
stations of that type should. 

Senator TuHurmonp. Do you consider Fort Jackson a good place 
for the training of troops, a good station for the training of troops? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; I do. 

Senator Tuurmonp. Is the climate there well adapted to the train- 
ing of troops? 

General Suuter. I think it is, sir. 

Senator THurmonp. Is the terrain there well adapted for the train- 
ing of troops? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator THurmonp. Have you found that the people of Columbia 
are cooperative with the Army in its program in Fort Jackson ? 
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General Suuuer. Yes, sir. 

Senator THurmonp. And do you know of any objections to Fort 
Jackson from the standpoint of a training ground $ 

General Souter. Yes, sir. I feel—let me put it this way: I feel 
Fort Jackson is a very good replacement training center, one of the 
best we have. I do not feel there is enough training area there to 
make it a top training station for a division or larger training. 

Senator Tuurmonp. It is not enough—what did you say ? 

General Suter. Enough land area there, training area. 

Senator Jackson. It is an ideal replacement center, in other words. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Tuurmonp. How many acres do you have there? 

General Suuter. May I have a second, Senator ? 

Senator Stennis. There is not any controversy about the need of the 
hospital for the purposes this camp is now being put to. 

eneral Souter. That is right. 

The acreage is 55,343 acres, which does not compare, sir, with the 
acreage of most of our division stations. 

Senator THurmonp. However, incidentally, General, there were a 
great many divisions trained there during World War II. 

General SHuter. Yes, sir; I appreciate that. 

ee Tuourmonp. And they were trained well there, were they 
not 

General SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

Senator Tuurmonp. Senator, I think that completes the questions 
that I had. I want tothank you very much. 

Senator Stennis. I think you covered it mighty well. 

Senator Tuurmonp. I want to thank Senator Jackson, too, for the 
careful consideraiton and courtesies you have extended. 

Senator Stennis. Senator Case is interested in this, too, and he will 
have an opportunity to go over this. 

We are glad you came in; and, General Shuler, we appreciate your 
coming in, too. 

That is really all we had on the agenda today. 

General Yount and General Barney, we are glad all of you were 
here, but I want to talk on a matter now which is not in the bill, if 
you will just excuse yourselves. 

The committee will take a recess, subject to the call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 3: 45 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, subject to the 
call of the Chair. ) 
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MONDAY, JULY 1, 1957 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON Mitrrary CONSTRUCTION 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:40 a. m., in 
room 212, Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Stennis and Case. 

Also present: K. E. BeLieu, of the committee staff; Col. Paul H. 
Symbol, Chief, Family Housing Division, Office, Assistant Chief of 
Staff for Logistics; Capt. P. C. Stimson, Home Base Branch, Shore 
Establishment, Development and Maintenance Division, Office, Chief 
of Naval Operations; Capt. C. B. McFarland, Assistant Staff Direc- 
tor, Shore Station Development Board, Office, Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions; and Gen. Joseph E. Gill, Director of Facilities Support, Office 
of Assistant Chief of Staff for Installations, USAF. 

Senator Srennis. All right, gentlemen, let the committee come to 
order, please. 

I know that Monday morning is not a very convenient time for 
anyone to have a committee meeting, certainly not for us, but before 
we finish the hearings on this military construction bill, we want to 
take a brief factual review of the housing program, just where it is, 
where it is headed, and what the needs are. 

I am going to read very briefly now, for the purpose of refreshing 
your memory, gentlemen, the points that we made in the letter that 
we addressed to you gentlemen. And I want to say that we appreciate 
your being here to respond to it. 

We mentioned, briefly, on the general subject of housing, that 
there be arranged a joint briefing on the general subject of housing, 
to cover: 

(a) The overall policy of Department of Defense. 

(6) Current assets and deficits. 

(c) MCA or appropriated fund housing requirements and criteria 
(to include a comparison between existing unused authorizations and 
a recapitulation of authorizations requested in S. 1940). 

(d) Title VIII housing (to include current status and projected 
programs, criteria utilized in determining requirements, cost data, and 
financing problems). 

(e) Wherry acquisition (to include the Department’s policy, cur- 
rent and projected program with respect to mandatory provisions of 
Public Law 1020, and cost data). 

(f) Substandard housing (H. R. 1056). While this is the subject 
of a separate bill and the committee realizes that the Department of 
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the Navy has the responsibility to present the proposed legislation, 
nevertheless it ise an important section of the housing program and 
should be considered as an integral part of the overall picture. 

The Chair understands that Assistant Secretary of Defense Floyd 
Bryant has nominated his Chief of Family Housing Division, John H. 
Arrington, to be in charge of this presentation. The Chair also under- 
stands that Mr. Roland Boyd, of McKinney, Tex., representing the 
Wherry Housing Association, is present today and at the appropriate 
time would like to make a few remarks concerning the mandatory 
acquisition provisions of Public Law 1020. 

When we come to the subject of Wherry housing, we will be glad 
to listen to you, Mr. Boyd. 

Mr. Arrington, we are glad to have you with us, and you may pro- 
ceed now. 

Gentlemen, Senator Case has just come in. Senator Case, I have 
just said that we have addressed this inquiry as to these factual mat- 
ters, and also to have some discussion of policy, and we are glad to 
have these gentlemen with us. 


STATEMENT OF JOHN H. ARRINGTON, CHIEF, FAMILY HOUSING 
DIVISION, OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 
(PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS), ACCOMPANIED BY R. E. 
FORD AND HARLOW HARVEY, OF THE FAMILY HOUSING DIVI- 
SION, AND ANDREW MAYER, OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Mr. Arrtneton. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I have a prepared statement here which I would like to supply for 
the record, me which I would also like to read, because I think it 
pretty well answers the points raised in your letter. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Mr. Arrtneton. I appreciate the opportunity to appear before you 
today, in order to report on the progress of our military family hous- 
ing programs, and to outline for you our present plans and policies. 
In general, I shall attempt to follow the sequence of items listed in 
the chairman’s letter of June 11, 1957, to Assistant Secretary Bryant. 

The general policy of the Department of Defense with respect to 
the provisions of family housing may be summarized as follows: 

1. Family housing will be provided wherever practicable for mili- 
tary personnel entitled to quarters allowances under permanent legis- 
lation, and for essential civilian employees. 

2. On-station housing will be provided for personnel required to 
reside on station by reason of nature of their duties, or by reason 
of military necessity. On-station housing may also be provided for 
other personnel for whom it is impracticable to obtain adequate off- 
station housing at reasonable rentals and locations. 

3. In programs to meet housing requirements, existing community 
support will be utilized to the greatest practicable degree. Public 
quarters will be provided where adequate accommodations at reason- 
able rentals cannot be furnished by private means at the desired 
locations. 

4. Acceptable private housing will be utilized as stated above, pro- 
viding it is within reasonable commuting range. This may be inter- 
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preted as a maximum of 30 minutes’ (one way) normal travel time. 
For certain categories of personnel at certain ty pes of installations, 
the maximum commuting 1 range may be reduced to 3 miles, or 5 min- 
utes’ (one-way) travel time. 

In implementing this general policy, the Department of Defense 
has given particular attention to the following major considerations: 

1. The great importance of adequate family housing as a reenlist- 
ment factor (as recently stressed in the Cordiner report) and the 
threat to reenlistment posed by permitting military families to con- 
tinue to live in substandard housing, to pay excessive rents, or to com- 
mute excessive distances. 

2. The possibility of harmful economic effect on adjacent commu- 
nities (which may have been supplying private housing) brought 
about. by the sudden impact of a sizable volume of military con- 
struction. 

The possibility that construction to meet total present or pro- 
jected requirements might result in overbuilding, as a result of future 
force-level cuts or redeployments stemming from changes in weapons. 

The essence of our problem is to strike a reasonable balance between 
these frequently conflicting considerations; to strike such a balance 
requires the continuing exercise of judgment and reasonable caution. 

As a basic principle, we have specified that total programing may 
not exceed 90 percent of gross requirements. “Total programing” is 
defined as “all existing adequate Government and private assets,” as 
well as planned const ruction. A safety factor of at least 10 percent 
is maintained to provide against unforeseen strength fluctuations and 
families which may not desire to move into the area. Larger safety 
factors are used where programing is based on future strength in- 
creases for installations which enjoy the use of a sizable amount of 
private housing. Except at isolated stations, no provision is made for 
nonkey civilian employees. Where feasible, large projects are planned 
on an incremental basis. 

As a further precaution against overbuilding, a limitation of 55 per- 
cent of gross requirements has been placed on on-station construction, 
except that a maximum of 75 percent will be permitted where justified 
by isolation or military necessity. These specific limitations are not 
applied on a blanket basis to installations outside of the continental 
United States. 

The Defense Department’s family-housing shortage involves some 
sizable figures. Based on the current military strength of 2,800,000 
officers and men, and considering only married personnel of the officer 
and upper enlisted grades, we have a worldwide requirement for 694,- 
000 units. After subtrac ting 241,000 units of Government- controlled 
assets existing or under contract, and 160,000 units of adequate hous- 
ing av ailable i in nearby civilian communities, it is found that the net 
deficit of family housing is 293,000 units. Of this deficit, 219,000 
units are needed in the continental United States, and 74,000 units 
overseas. A breakdown of requirements, assets, and deficits is at- 
tached for ready reference, tab A. 

Tab A also includes a statement as to the programs which are cur- 
rently underway against that net deficit. 

It will be noted that the above figures do not take into consideration 
the requirements of enlisted personnel of the lower pay grades. The 
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Department of Defense does not favor an across-the-board program 
to meet the family housing requirements of the lower pay grades at 
thistime. It is believed that first attention should be given to meeting 
the needs of “career-motivated” personnel of the officer and upper en- 
listed grades. After the needs of the officer and upper enlisted have 
been substantially satisfied, consideration will be given to further 
construction to meet the balance of the enlisted requirement—espe- 
cially for personnel in pay grade F-4 (corporals or equal) who have 
demonstrated their career intent or their continuing value to the serv- 
ices by attainment of that grade. 

This gradual approach to the provision of housing for the lower 

ay-grade enliste Peerage is also motivated by the desire of the 
partment of Defense to maintain safety factors as a precaution 
against overbuilding. In other words, after projects currently 
anned to meet the needs of officers and the upper enlisted groups 
have been built, it will be possible to assess more precisely how much 
additional construction can be scheduled to meet the balance of the 
military requirement without harmful impact on the local communi- 
ties. 

Although there have been occasional expressions of concern by pri- 
vate groups about the possibility of excessive title VIII construction 
at certain‘installations, we believe the record will show that program- 
ing has been conservative. We feel that established review procedures 
effectively prevent duplication of existing satisfactory assets, or harm- 
ful economic impact on local communities which have supplied ac- 
cepable private rental housing. 

In order to initiate a project, an installation commander must pre- 
pare a backup data sheet, based on an actual survey. This sheet shows 
existing and future strength levels, gross requirements, Government 
assets, including Wherry, adequate community support, and net defi- 
cit. In the case of Navy and Air Force, the proposed project is then 
forwarded through channels to the Secretary of the military depart- 
ment, after which it is referred to the Federal Housing Administra- 
tion field office director. Army projects go directly to FHA, prior 
to higher military review. 

If the FHA Director concurs, he will so indicate on the application 
form; if he does not, the question must be resolved between the FHA 
Commissioner and the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties 
and Installations). ‘The final review in the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense is most carefully made, and in no instance has a project been 
approved in a larger number of units than that agreed to by FHA. 

n doubtful cases, a representative of the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense has been sent to the area to examine existing Government and 
private housing, and to talk to both military officials and interested 
civilians. In some cases, private-industry groups have opposed con- 
struction of proposed title VIII projects because of the availability 
of homes for sale in the area; and in such instances, it has been neces- 
sary to explain that for-sale housing is not considered a satisfactory 
solution for military personnel who are transferred every 2 or 3 years. 

Parenthetically there, I might say, however, that we do recognize 
the existence of houses currently owned by military personnel in a 
particular area, because when those people leave, they will probably 
come on the rental market, so we take that into consideration. 
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We believe that much of the concern which has oceasionally been 
expressed by private builder and realtor groups has been. based on 
salina deritondimdin Local military commanders have accordingly 
been urged to maintain close contact with local government. officials, 
and community leaders, in order to assure that the military com- 
manders are fully advised as to local conditions; and, also, that the 
communities are afforded a full explanation of the nature, import- 
ance, and validity of the need for proposed title VIII projects, 

Having outlined our policy with respect to determination of require- 
ments, the magnitude of these requirements, and our extensive review 
procedures, we now come to construction programs, which are classified 
on the basis of financing. The basic program is, of course, construc- 
tion with appropriated funds, pursuant to authorization contained in 
annual MCA bills. 

All requirements are determined in accordance with the principles 
outlined above, so we do not give a separate criterion for MCA. 
However, because of budgetary considerations, preference is given 
nonappropriated funds programs as a means to meeting the need. 
MCA projects are planned for domestic installations where title VIII 
is infeasible, and for foreign installations where surplus commodity 
or rental guaranty programs are infeasible. For example, title VIII 
is considered infeasible for extremely small projects, for certain pro- 
jects in high-cost areas, for certain projects with a high percentage 
of senior officers, and for projects where clear title to the land does 
not vest in the Government. There are certain foreign areas such as 
Newfoundland where neither surplus commodity title I nor barter 
is feasible, and where rental ete is not possible. 

A summary of the family housing authorization proposed in titles 
I, II, and ILI of S. 1940 appears on page 744. 

Then there is a table and, as you see, tab B shows a detailed 
breakdown of the proposed authorization. 

Senator Stennis. These appropriated funds are on that table? 

Mr. Arrineton. Yes, sir; that is, this years’s requested authori- 
zation. 

Senator Srennis. I do not think you have to read all of those. 

Mr. Arrineron. No, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Go ahead. 

Mr. Arrtneton. In order to provide information on the status of 
the family housing previously authorized by this committee in 
Public Laws 765, 83d; 161, 84th; and 968, 84th, the following sum- 
mary is furnished. Further details concerning the individual pro- 
jects are given in attached tab C. 

(Tab C, being too lengthy to reproduce, was withdrawn and made 
a part of the committee files.) 

Mr. Arrineton. Then the table shows 35,672 units authorized and 
an authorized amount of $501 million, and an appropriation just 
slightly smaller, $34 million ; 34,000 and $484 million. 

And then the next table at the bottom of page 7 shows the con- 
struction—— 

Senator Stennis. Pardon me, you give the authorization funds, 
and then you give the actual appropriations ? 

Mr. Arrineton. That is right. 

Senator Stennis. Under the same program ? 

Mr. Arrtneron. That is right. 
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Senator Stennis. All right. 

Mr. Arrtneton. Construction program on this family housing on 
January 31, 1957, was as follows—and here we follow with a world- 
wide breakdown, the United States and overseas, by departments, 
showing what was authorized, what is completed, or under contract, 
what is under design, and the unused authorizations. 

I might mention that the unused authorization column is for your 
comparison with this year’s authorization request, which you asked 
for in your letter. 

Senator Srennts. Well, I do not want to divert you, and I want 
you to present this matter fully, but I believe you are mentioning 
many matters that we will have to come back to. 

You have 18,000 in round numbers of unused authorization. Are 
you going to show us now how many of those you are planning to 
move in on, and utilize? 

Mr. Arrtneron. Well, there has been a certain amount of repro- 
graming. I would say the basic reason for the unused authorization 
column being so large has been the Capehart program. In other 
words, authorizations where we would have an MCA authorization 
for 100 units, say, and proposed Capehart for, say, 500 units, we have 
deferred construction of MCA and combined them in the larger Cape- 
hart project. 

Senator Casr. Mr. Chairman, if an authorization for military hous- 
ing is supplied, or the need is supplied by the Capehart project, it 
seems to me that authorization ought to be canceled. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. 

Mr. Arrtneton. Senator Case, in last year’s bills we had a repro- 
graming authorization which permitted us to use unused authoriza- 
tion for programing in other installations. 

However, that has been interpreted to be applicable only where 
there were some previous line item authorizations, even if only for 
five units. That has been used to a limited degree. 

Senator Srennis. You already had the money appropriated for 
those; did you not ? 

Mr. Arrrneton. Yes. 

Senator Casr. Well, the funds appropriated more nearly exhaust 
the authorization than does the actual construction, apparently. You 
have had funding of $484 million against $501 total requirement. 

Mr. Arrrneton. That is right, sir. 

Senator Case. That is much closer than your construction, or those 
that are under design. 

Mr. Arrtneton. That is right. 

Senator Casr. Authorized, 35,672, against which we have 18,000 
units; in other words, you have used only about 50 percent of your 
authorization in units whereas the appropriations, that must be about 
96 percent of your total requirements, and it would seem to me that 
where the requirement is satisfied by a Capehart project, the authori- 
zation ought to be transferrable except that you would need to get 
additional authorization. 

Mr. Arrtneton. I believe on those reprogramings, we have been 
referring them to the Armed Services Committee for clearance. 

Mr. Mayer. That is correct. Under section 419 under the public 
law, all public housing is cleared, again, with the committee. 
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Senator Casr. I should not say “cleared again”; I should say it 
should be in the status of an original clearance. 

Mr. ArrtnetTon. It would be on the reprograming. 

Mr. BeLiev. Section 419 simply allows 180 days waiting period? 

Mr. Arrinoton. That is right. 

Mr. BrLiev. In this case you really deferred the construction on 
MCA housing in favor of Capehart for various reasons, therefore not 
using the authorization ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Arrineron. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. Well, that is a very vital point. 

I will have to be going very shortly. The Senate convenes at 11 
c’clock, and we have up for consideration the military appropriations 
bill; do we not? 

Mr. BeLaev. Yes. 

Senator Stennis. Go ahead now, Mr. Arrington, and make your 
other points. Then we will come back to this. 

Mr. Arrinerton. All right, sir. 

Under the new title VIII, Capehart housing program, the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense had by June 21, 1957, approved 95,271 units— 
234 projects. 

A listing of the approved projects as of April 15, 1957, is included 
as attachment D. 

(Norr.—Attachment D is retained in committee files and is not 
included in this document.) 

Mr. Arrineton. Then we have a table which summarizes the prog- 
ress on this particular program, showing units approved, broken down 
by service, showing in process, which means in the stage of develop- 
ment short of advertising, and those advertised but not yet with build- 
ers selected, and those with builders selected but not under contract. 

You notice we have almost 21,000 units presently under contract. 
It also shows the average cost of the Capehart units to date, which 
is $15,273. 

Senator Case. Do you show at any point in your tables the number 
of instances in which, prior to initiation of Capehart projects, you 
have exercised the mandatory acquisition of existing Wherry projects? 

Mr. Arrincron. We deal rather completely with the Wherry ac- 
quisition program a little later in the presentation, sir. 

Senator Cass. All right. 

Mr. Arrtneton. Also, you may note in the table the average of 593 
per unit of appropriated funds have been spent for offsite utilities; 
that is, the basic utility hookup to the project boundaries, and in some 
cases for site acquisition. 

Of projects presently under contract, average mortgages range 
from $12,713 at Blytheville Air Force Base in Arkansas, 360 units, 
to $16,406 at Fort Lawton, Wash., 66 units. The overall average 
mortgage for such projects is $14,680 per unit, as shown above. It 
will also be seen that an average of $593 per unit of appropriated 
funds has been spent for site acquisition and offsite utilities, pursuant 
to authorization contained in section 505, Public Law 155, 82d Con- 
gress. Thus the overall average total cost for units now under con- 
tract is $15,273. 

As the above chart also shows, most of the commitments for long- 
term mortgage financing have been made by the Federal National 
Mortgage Association, pursuant to an existing $200 million statutory 
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authorization. Unless the builders for projects with FNMA com- 
mitments find private placements prior to completion of construc- 
tion, FNMA must buy the mortgages with Government funds pur- 
suant to its advance purchase commitments. Necessity for use of 
the FNMA authorization is due to the current tightness of the private 
money market. Although Capehart 4 percent mortgages were ex- 
tremely marketable a year ago, few private placements have been 
made in recent months. The present FNMA purchase authority is 
now virtually exhausted; a balance of only $138,000 remains un- 
committed. 

Nevertheless, the Department of Defense has been extremely re- 
luctant to recommend a substantial increase in FNMA purchase au- 
thority, because the fundamental concept of the title VIII program is 
that it is a method for building military family housing with pri- 
vate capital. The FNMA purchase authority was orginally intended 
only for emergency use, to tide the program through periods of tem- 
porary tightness in the private money market. 

Earlier this year, in testimony before the Housing Subcommittees 
of the House and Senate Banking and Currency Committees, the De- 

artment of Defense requested a $100 million increase in the present 

NMA purchase authority. This limited increase would permit us 
to go forward with the most urgently needed of the Capehart proj- 
ects during the next few months; and it is anticipated that by autumn 
private financing should again become available at acceptable prices. 

Senator Stennis. What is the basis for that statement? Did you 
make inquiry ? 

Mr. Arrrnaton. Yes, sir. 

We have kept in fairly close touch with the mortgage market 
through various mortgage bankers that have been active in this pro- 


gram. 

Senator Cass. What happened to this request for $100 million 
increase in FNMA purchase authority ? 

Mr. Arrineton. The House passed, in its version of the Housing 
Act, a $300 million increase, and the Senate passed a $200 million 
increase, and in conference, the conferees agreed on a $250 million 
increase. 

Senator Case. How much of that was for military housing, or was 
it divided ? 

Mr. Arrtneton. That is for military housing. 

Senator Cass. In other words, 21/, times what you requested ? 

Mr. Arrrneton. Yes, sir. 

Although the financial market generally continues tight, Capehart 
mortgages have a particular appeal for certain types of institutional 
investors, such as pension funds. 

We understand that a number of the funds are expanding their 
bylaws and other regulations to permit them to buy Capehart mort- 
gages for their bond portfolios, rather than regular bonds. 

In the meantime, it has been necessary to rescreen presently ap- 
proved projects, in order to establish a priority system for the use of 
available Government funds. 

In this connection, bidding and contracting under the Capehart 
program was recently suspended, pending a rescreening of approved 
projects in order to establish a priority system for the use of funds, 
and to defer certain less urgent projects or portions thereof. ‘The sus- 
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pension has now been lifted, and the rescreening has been substan- 
tially completed. As a result of this rescreening, it is expected that 
as many as 7,500 units of the presently approved 95,271 units may 
be deferred or canceled. 

In order to limit the rate of bid advertising to the absorptive capac- 
ity of the private financial market, instructions have been issued to 
the military departments which stipulate that projects aggregating 
not more than 17,000 units—6,000 for Army, 3,000 for Navy, and 8,000 
for Air Force—may be in the “advertised but not under construction” 
category at any one time. 

New projects will be placed in this 17,000 unit “pool” only as projects 
with an equivalent number of units are financed and put under con- 
struction. Under this control plan, projects will move from adver- 
tising into the construction stage as rapidly as private funds are 
obtained for financial construction. 

I might say in connection with that, we were told several times 
during this past year that we were swamping the financial market 
with so many projects hitting it so fast, so this is designed to adjust 
the rate of the program to the absorptive capacity of the private 
market. 

Senator Srennis. Has this been in the picture at all, where local 
investors have come in and bought ? 

Mr. Arrineron. Yes. For instance, there were two projects in Ala- 
bama which were picked up by Alabama State teachers pension funds. 

Senator Srennis. Yes, I have had some inquiry by the teachers 
funds fairly recently about purchases. 

Mr. ARRINGTON. This is really an excellent buy for pension funds. 
I believe it was the Indiana State funds which took the Bunker Hill 
Air Force project, and the New York State pension fund has been 
quite active. 

Senator Case. Mr. Arrington, can you state whether or not the 
money which FNMA uses for purchase of a Capehart obligation 
affects the national debt ? 

Mr. Arrineron. Yes, sir; if the commitment is actually followed 
up, in other words, at the time they make a commitment to purchase 
which has a duration of 2 years, and which is made prior to the start 
of construction, that in itself does not constitute and does not reflect 
on the national debt, and of course the builder will, during the course 
of construction, try to find a private placement so he will not have to 
go to FNMA, if he can make a more advantageous takeup, but if 
the purchase is actually made and United States funds fon the 
Treasury or FNMA-—-it is reflected in the public debt. 

Senator Case. And what is the rate of interest of FNMA ? 

Mr. Arrinaton. The regular Capehart interest, 4 percent. 

Senator Casr. I mean, if you could obtain it more advantageously, 
it means less than 4 percent? 

Mr. Arrineton. No, it means—— 

Senator Case. You say FNMA purchases mortgages at par, but 
charges an aggregate of 1 percent 

Mr. BeLiev. Doesn’t FHA charge one-half of 1 percent? 

Mr. Arrinaron. FHA charges one-half of 1 percent for insurance 
during the life of the mortgage. 

Senator Casr. Well, it is apparent, Mr. Chairman, on the face of it, 
that to the extent that the Capehart sponsor utilizes, or FNMA be- 
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comes responsible for these commitments, it is much better to build 
housing with appropriated funds. 

Mr. Arrtneton. To the extent that you must rely on FNMA, you 
have a round about method of building with appropriated funds, and 
that is why we have contented ourselves with a rather modest request 
for increase. 

Senator Casge. You have a roundabout way, but a much more ex- 
pensive way. 

Mr. ArrtNeton. Yes. 

Senator Case. Because you go through all the brokerage. 

Mr. Arrtneton. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. If, say, a State teachers retirement fund was go- 
ing to invest, what route would they take, would they buy from 
FNMA ? 

Mr. Arrtneton. No; they could buy direct. 

Senator Srennis. They could; but also they could do it more 
directly ? 

Mr. Arrtneton. At the present time they could go directly. 

Senator Stennis. To whom ? 

Mr. ArrrNeron. To the military departments who are concerned 
with the program development, to find out which projects are about 
to be advertised. 

Senator Casr. Deal direct with the military in the financing? 

Mr. Arrtneton. They would deal with the prospective builders. 
In other words, when the project is advertised, unless half a dozen 
builders plan to compete, each builder must arrange his own financing, 
because he must provide the money, as well as building the project and 
so the pension funds would deal with the builders. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, in addition to all these incidental 
charges, in this difference, the stepping up of the interest, and so forth, 
in FNMA, we have the fact that the direct military housing is not 
subject to local taxes, where Capehart housing is, 

Mr. Arrtneton. No, sir; Capehart housing is public quarters, Sen- 
ator Case, just as MCA. 

Senator Case. Well, the Wherry housing is. 

Mr. Arrtneron. The Wherry housing is, yes, sir; but not Capehart, 
the difference being that in the Wherry housing program, after the 
project was built, the builder retained a continuing ownership inter- 
est—he had a continued leasehold interest. 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up more time 
now, but I would like to have Mr. Arrington submit a typical and 
relative comparison of the ultimate cost to the Government of Wherry 
housing units as they are working out, of Capehart, and of units 
constructed from appropriated funds. 

Senator Srennis. That is for an imaginary or average unit? 

Senator Case. An average or typical unit. 

Just take one sample under the different methods, and see what 
the cost is ultimately for that same unit. 

Mr. Arrtneton. Yes, sir. You know, Senator Case, that the 
Wherry legislation has expired ? 

Senator Case. Yes, I recognize that, but I just want a comparison 
of what it will cost for acquiring some of these Wherry units. I 
want to know what the final cost to the Government is. 
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Mr. Arrineron. The final cost of acquiring a Wherry unit, reha- 
bilitating it and operating it as a public quarters, let us say, compared 
to new const ruction under one of the other programs ¢ 

Senator Case. Yes. 

Senator Srennis. If you can take an imaginary unit and furnish 
that information, it can be quite helpful to us. 

Mr. Arrinetron. Glad to do it. 

Senator Srennts. I imagine you could compile it from the data 
in this statement, almost. 

Mr. Arrineron. Just about. 

(The information was subsequently submitted and is printed 
below :) 

Cost of family housing to the armed services * 


DRS TURE (SAI acre cipher $24, 842 
Initial cost _.___- OU 5-U 2 5RIOC LE. OS JeRa ah ey cboe ti ei fh 16, 500 
Interest: at: BAG penceBtes oi an 3 ee bs et pes eer ee 6, 342 

Wtle Visk, Canenare~. ead waniyisssu hap acenttnesaleacirsaemeageee silicate aimee 26, 553 
Initial cost 2. OL Le iis Di On Sek 15, 500 
baterest at 4 percents 5 ccd sand. ooh sess Le hiafe—-il ge ee 9, 042 
Mortvago. inSuranee DYGMAI is naiidewnedcmendtaldndecedamnant ob 
Appropriated fund aid_____-~- Bi I a ee 1, 000 
Interest at 3144 percent on appropriation fund aid__-------------- 436 

Pitie VIIE Whewey thd os to dA aiicahintiasded idedetneHieetin 20, 000 
Mortgage payments (assumed from sponsor) —~~~------~----~----~--~_ 13, 443 
garry, pe verens 40 MGT en nn cn wangenendineemeanseamenn 1, 500 
Irimeéediate’ Mivior Pépaite: --2 21.90 Ase el 500 
Alterations: to quarter standards. ..--~i-.----i--~.--=---~---- = 3, 500 
Interest on Government: COStB..n nied ngeeem irene ao eemnecpinbeses 1, 057 


1Estimated costs based on average units and on the assumption that $90 per month 
(average quarters allowance) is available to pay all costs, including interest and mortgage 
insurance premiums in the case of FHA-insured mortgages (Capehart and Wherry). Costs 
of maintenance and operation are not included since they are assumed to be the same, on 
the average, for all types of units. 

2 Initial costs is an average based on contracts recently awarded. Interest rate of 84 
percent is based on approximate cost of money to the Government; at this rate a monthly 
payment of $89.93 will pay off $16,500 in 21 years, 3 months; the total amount paid 
during this period would be $24,842 ($16,500 for principal and $6,342 for interest), 

3Initial cost of $15,500 plus $1,000 of appropriated funds for site acquisition, site 
preparation, and offsite utilities (authorized by sec. 505, Public Law 155, 82d Cong.) 
provides a unit comparable to that obtained under MCA program. A monthly payment of 
$81.84 plus the mortgage insurance premium (ranging from $3.12 in the first year to zero 
in the last) pays off the $15,500 insured mortgage loan in 25 years; the total amount paid 
would be $25,117 ($15,500 for principal, $9,052 for interest and $565 for mortgage 
insurance). Using a monthly payment of $5.04, the $1,000 of appropriated funds can be 
paid off in 23 years, 9 months; the total amount paid would be $1,436 ($1,000 for principal 
and $436 for interest). 

4 Based on unit costing $9,000 with $8,100 mortgage financed at 4% percent (under 
authority of sec. 10, Public Law 94, 83d Cong.). Assuming that unit is bought after 4 
years of private operation, 333 payments (27 years, 9 months) remain on the mortgage 
loan; at $38.82. per month, these amount to about $7,500 for principal and $5,427 for 
interest plus $516 for mortgage insurance. Appropriated funds must be used for equity 
payment to the sponsor and for minor repairs and major alternations (to bring house 
up to‘public quarters standards). Using a monthly payment of $49.30 (balance of average 
quarters allowance), the total appropriated fund cost of $5,500 at an interest rate of 
314 percent can be paid off in 11 years, 1 month; the total cost is $6,557, including $1,057 
for interest. 


Senator Stennis. All right, proceed. 

Mr. Arrincton. Now we come to the Wherry acquisitions. 

As the committee will recall, section 420 of Public Law 968, supple- 
mented by section 512 of the Housing amendments of 1956, provided a 
new and more workable formula for the acquisition of Wherry 
projects. 


93272—57 48 
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In addition, section 512 of the latter bill provided for mandatory 
acquisition of Wherry projects located at or near installations where 
Capehart projects are approved. 

Section 512 further authorized condemnation in instances where 
negotiations fail, and authorized the establishment of a revolving fund 
to pay for costs of acquisition, repair, and improvements. In addition, 
authorization was given for the appropriation of $50 million for the 
revolving fund, and for the transfer to the fund of any unexpended 
balances from military department appropriations not carried to the 
surplus fund of the Treasury. 

An extensive series of conferences were held by representatives of 
the Department of Defense and the Federal Housing Administration 
in order to formulate the complex regulations and procedures neces- 
sary to implement this new authorization. As a result of these meet- 
ings, Department of Defense Directive 4165.29 was issued on October 
23, 1956. This directive delegated authority to the Secretaries of the 
military departments to acquire Wherry projects pursuant to the new 
legislation, and to the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and 
Installations) to review and approve proposed acquisitions, and to issue 
detailed instructions governing such acquisitions. 

Pursuant to this delegation, the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Properties and Installations) on November 26, 1956, issued Depart- 
ment of Defense Instruction 4165.31 setting forth detailed policies and 
procedures, and releasing to the military departments the memoran- 
dum of agreement with the commissioner, Federal Housing Adminis- 
tration, covering coordinated responsibilities of the two agencies. 

The final set of instructions relating to Wherry acquisition was 
issued on January 9, 1957, when the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) signed DOD Instruction 4165.33 establishing financial 
and accounting policies and procedures. 

Since the above papers were issued, the three military departments 
have in turn published their regulations and have begun negotiations 
on specific projects. Based on experience gained in these actual 
negotiations, we have continued to revise policies and improve means 
of expediting the acquisition program. For example, it has been 
concluded that it it within the intent of the legislation for the military 
to pay the formula price, if the project is considered worth that much, 
without attempting to negotiate some substantially lower figure. 

Senator Case. On what basis has that been concluded ? 

Mr. Arrineton. It was felt, and this is our interpretation, that the 
formula was considered by Congress to provide for determination of a 
price which would be equitable to both parties, substantially fair to 
the owner and fair to the Government. 

Now, it is recognized that particularly in the case of a Wherry, 
which is suffering vacancies for reasons beyond the sponsor’s control, 
that that project would have lesser value on a fair market basis than 
it would have in the hands of Government. 

The purpose of the formula was to balance all of these considera- 
tions and come up with a price which would be fair to both parties. 

Senator Case. And if the owner of the Wherry project does not 
want to accept that, then what ? 

Mr. Arrrneton. If the owner does not want to accept the formula 
determination, and it is a mandatory project, we must then go to 
condemnation. 
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Senator Case. And under condemnation, how would the deter- 
mination compare with the formula price ? 

Mr. Arrineton. Well, it is difficult to predict what a court award 
might be, but as I understand it, the court award is basically based on 
the fair market value of the project. 

Now, just in general, if the project is in difficult circumstances, the 
fair market value, which would be a capitalization of expected net 
income, would be rather lower; but, on the other hand, for most projects 
now in the mandatory category, which are in rather good shape because 
otherwise we would not be building Capeharts, their expected earnings 
are high and the fair market value would be high, so it 1s quite possible 
that the court awards would be higher than the formula price under 
condemnation. 

Senator Case. And yet the Government would be bound, then, to 
pay it even though it exceeded the formula ? 

Mr. Arrtneton, That is right, sir. 

Senator Srennis. We could hardly pass a formula or adopt a 
formula, I should think, that would interfere with that fair and 
reasonable computation. 

Senator Case. No; but I do not think personally that that takes into 
consideration the history and the guaranty of the Wherry project— 
but I do not want to take the time now. 

Senator Srennis. It would all be admissible in evidence, you could 
not write a formula and then condemn it, I do not think that the court 
could go behind the formula. : 

Allright, go ahead, Mr. Arrington. 

Mr. Arrtneron. To date, of the 83,705 Wherry units at or near 
military installations, 34,129 are in the mandatory category because of 
new title VIII approvals, and must be acquired according to the statute. 
A list of such projects is included in attachment E. 

The Department of the Army is actively proceeding with the ac- 
quisition of the following projects on a priority basis. 

Here you will see that we list all 9 projects, of which 7 are manda- 
tory and 2 permissive. 

I might say, since this statement was written, we have received in 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense, from the Department of the 
Army requests for approval of acquisition at Redstone Arsenal and 
at, Fort Huachuca, two mandatory projects. 

Senator Casz. Is this table going into the record ? 

Senator Srennis. Yes, sir. 

Senator Casze. Mr. Chairman, when you use the courts to deter- 
mine the price of a Wherry unit, you are not implementing the origi- 
nal purpose of eminent domain. Eminent domain is based upon the 
assumption of the necessity of taking for public use and the normal 
necessity of taking for public use does not exist with respect to 
Wherry housing. The housing is there; it is available, and it is not 
on all fours with your basic assumption in the exercise of eminent 
domain, where the Government has to take, in order to have. 

Senator Stennis. That is a very good point, indeed, but that would 
be included in defense of the taking, that would be a challenge of the 
right to take that particular property if the court rules that you can- 
not take it, that ends it; and if the court rules that you can take it, 
then the additional question is about the fair and reasonable compen- 
sation. 
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Senator Case. Well, I am not objecting to the fact that the court 
would have to apply the rule of fair market value, but I am objecting 
to making acquisition mandatory unless the courts can take into con- 
sideration the background and history of each project. 

Senator Stennis. Yes, I see your point. Proceed, Mr. Arrington. 

Mr. Arrtneton. The Department of the Air Force has transmitted 
to the Office of the Secretary of Defense requests for approval to 
acquire the following mandatory projects. Then we have a list of 
the projects. 

Reports on three of these acquisitions, at Warner Robins, Patrick, 
and Eglin, have been transmitted to the Armed Services Committees 

ursuant to the requirements of section 419 of Public Law 968, 34th 

Yongress.. Committee clearances have been obtained on acquisition 
of the Warner Robbin projects. Committee clearances have also been 
obtained on an 800-unit permissive project at Chanute AFB, and the 
Air Force has filed a declaration of taking for Chanute. 

A special tax problem dictated the urgency of the Chanute acquisi- 
tion. In general, the Department of Defense considers that priority 
on the use of the limited funds presently available—and expected to 
be made available during fiscal year 1958—should be given to manda- 
tory projects. 

It is planned concurrently to give favorable consideration to the 
acquisition of certain permissive projects—in general those where 

urchase can be negotiated within the “formula” price, and which can 
be operated as public quarters without extensive rehabilitation. 

The Department of the Navy has acquired two permissive projects 
at Monogram and Northwest, Va., of 20 and 26 units, respectively. In 
addition, the Navy is proceeding actively with efforts to acquire 14 
projects in the mandatory category; an appraiser has been retained, 
sponsors have been contacted as to willingness to negotiate, and neces- 
sary data has been requested from the Federal Housing Administra- 
tion. Priority .is being given to the following projects in the manda- 
tory category: 


Unite 
1. Naval training center, Great Lakes, Tilo... se 1, 000 
2: Nawal aixcatation, : Bronswiek; Maine oobi ee sen ee nds knew ek 232 
I i, in wl ees sinmernennd enciowesinnaneianreenie= 356 
Te nN ars Benes ani a nedapp nese cea nine auweteemnne 85 
S. Peeeen Glee, Skee SEONG, PER. U8) to ete ee ope eens deo lee 1, 000 
6. Whiting Field, Fla___.---_- LOU USGI lO a Bie Se 2 ule 96 


It is the policy of the Department of Defense, with regard to admin- 
istration of acquired Wherry projects that they shall eventuidlly be 
occupied as public quarters on the basis of forfeiture of allowances. 

In many instances where the units are substandard, it may be neces- 
sary to grant a temporary exception to this policy until the units can 
be rehabilitated. and improved to meet minimum public quarters 
standards; in such event the units would continue to be occupied as 
rental units pending rehabilitation. 

In some few instances, there may be projects in the mandatory cate- 
gory which cannot be brought up to quarters standards with any rea- 
sonable expenditure of funds; in these cases we believe it would be 
inequitable not to grant permanent exceptions permitting continued 
occupancy on a rental basis. 

Senator Case. You have authority to do that now ? 
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Mr. Arrineton. Yes, sir; the basic Wherry authority permits us 
to occupy on a rental basis. 

Senator Case. And to exercise your discretion in determining 
whether they can be rehabilitated to make them acceptable as mili- 
tary quarters ¢ 

Mr. Arrrneron. Yes, sir. 

Pending further experience, it is not possible to provide informa- 
tion as to the number of units for which temporary or permanent 
exceptions might be justified. 

As to what degree of rehabilitation may be required in order to 
bring Wherry projects up to minimum public quarters standards, this 
will vary considerably from project to project. 

Many Wherry projects are well built, with adequate space and 
amenities; these will require little work beyond redecorating. Others 
may require substantial rehabilitation. 

Attached is a draft of tentative minimum standards recently 
drafted for use in connection with the Wherry acquisition program. 
The committee will note that these are broad guidelines, and must be 
administered with a degree of administrative judgment. It is not 
possible to estimate at this time just what the average Wherry re- 
habilitation bill may amount to; but I can assure you we proposed to 
keep the costs within reasonable limitations. Each proposal for re- 
habilitation will be reviewed by our office, on a case by case basis. 

The question was recently raised in testimony before the Real Estate 
and Construction Subcommittee, House Armed Services Committee, 
why the Department of Defense should acquired Wherry projects, 
which are already counted as assets, and therefore do not increase our 
housing inventory. At the same time, it is pointed out, there out other 
installations where there is little or no housing available. In this 
regard, the Department of Defense last year opposed the mandatory 
acquisition feature of the Wherry legislation, and continues to hold 
the same views. 

However, we recognize that there are certain administrative and 
economic advantages to Wherry acquisition, and are doing our best to 
implement the present law as expeditiously as possible. 

Based on limited experience to date, it is estimated that the aver- 
age cost of acquiring the interest in a Wherry leasehold will amount 
to about $1,500 per unit, on a negotiated basis within the legislative 
formula. It is not possible to estimate what court awards under con- 
demnation might amount to, but conceivably they might run con- 
siderably higher than the formula average. In addition to the pur- 
chase price, it is estimated that an average of about $500 per unit 
will be required to place Wherry housing in a first-class operating 
condition. 

It will therefore be seen that about $2,000 per unit probably repre- 
sents a low estimate of the average acquisition and redecoration costs. 
However, the majority of Wherry projects do not meet minimum pub- 
lic quarters standards. For such projects, it is estimated that. an aver- 
age of $3,500 per unit will be needed for improvements to such stand- 
ards. 

The total cost for most Wherry projects will therefore average at 
least $5,500 per unit, plus the assumption of the mortgage indebted- 
ness. The annual revenue as public quarters will average approxi- 
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mately $1,080 per unit per year. After deducting $480 per unit per 

ear as the average cost of retiring the outstanding mortgages, it 
will take just over 9 years to return the acquisition and improvement 
costs to the revolving fund. 

Now, of course, these are all very broad figures in this, at this 
particular time, but we have tried to indicate the order of magnitude 
of what these costs would amount to. 

In addition to the $25 million which has already been transferred 
to the revolving fund from unexpended balances, a request has been 
made to the President for transfer of an additional $68 million for 
use during fiscal year 1958. It can be seen that the total funds ex- 

ected to be made available will cover costs of somewhat over 50 per- 
cent of the 34,129 units now in the mandatory category. The per- 
centage of acquisitions can be increased to the extent that improve- 
ments to acquired projects are deferred beyond fiscal year 1958. 

The Department of Defense has established a policy that negotia- 
tions for acquisition of mandatory cases should not be prolonged be- 
yond a date which would allow sufficient time to institute condemna- 
tion and file a declaration of taking, so as to assure acquisition of 
Wherry housing prior to the occupancy of Capehart housing. 

A waiver to this policy, by the Secretary of a military department 
is permitted providing such action in no way reduces the occupancy 
of the Wherry housing to be acquired. This waiver clause is neces- 
sary at this time because the Capehart construction program is well 
advanced in some instances compared to the Wherry acquisition pro- 

ram. 
P One waiver has been granted by the Secretary of the Air Force 
for Eglin Air Force Base, Fla.,on which construction of 500 Capehart 
units was started in July 1956. The waiver by the Secretary of the 
Air Force expressly qualifies his approval if such action will affect 
the Wherry occupancy prior to its acquisition by the Government. 

The Air Force plans to take over the first 250 Capehart units at 
Eglin Air Force Base in July 1957, and the remaining 250 units in 
August 1957. As noted above, section 419 clearances for Eglin have 
been requested. 

Now we come to substandard housing. 

Another facet of military family housing which is currently a 
source of much concern is the fact that 1 out of 5 public quarters is 
substandard. The Comptroller General has ruled that any structures, 
now in use as housing, which were built, remodeled or converted with 
funds appropriated to the military departments, must be considered 
and operated as public quarters regardless of adequacy, unless the 
legislative authority for construction specifically contemplated the 
development of rental housing. 

Under this ruling, many serious morale problems have been created, 
for situations inevitably arise in which one man must forfeit his full 
quarters allowance for a substandard dwelling while at the same in- 
stallation another man of equal or lower grade is provided completely 
adequate quarters. 

This condition is known to be a deterrent to reenlistment. When 
it is realized that there are more than 36,000 such housing units now 
in use by the military service, it can readily be understood that the 
problem is one of serious proportion. 
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Colonel Symbol just mentioned to me this morning that the Army 
has transferred a number of its substandard quarters to the rental 
category so that would change these figures somewhat. 

I am sure that the committee is aware that H. R. 1056, which is 
now pending before the Congress, is designed to alleviate this prob- 
lem. if enacted, this legislation would permit members of the Armed 
Forces to occupy substandard quarters on a rental basis, without loss 
of basic allowance fer quarters. 

Under the yon of this bill, substandard housing now desig- 
nated as public quarters would be leased to military personnel at 
rentals comparable to those for similar accommodations in the com- 
munity. However, the bill further provides that such housing must 
be altered or improved to qualify as public quarters, or it must be 
demolished or otherwise removed from the housing inventory, prior 
to July 1, 1959. 

When similar legislation was considered in previous years, it con- 
tained a provision for the repeal of Public Law 120, 79th Congress. 
Since that statute provides the basic authority for the operation of 
rental housing, its repeal would require the military occupants of 
some 43,000 such units to forfeit their quarters allowances. This 
would only serve to increase the current problem, because most rental 
units are substandard. The bill currently under consideration would 
pera Public Law 120 to remain in effect until such oat vee 

uly 1, 1959—as the overall military housing program is further ad- 
vanced and the effect of repeal can be more accurately assessed. 

The provisions of H. R. 1056 would not apply to any title VIIT 
Wherry housing acquired by the military departments pursuant to 
the provisions of Public Law 1020, 84th Congress, or to any housing 
recently constructed under appropriated fund programs. 

As indicated above, the provisions of H. R. 1056 would apply to 
36,300 units of substandard public quarters. These are distributed 
among the military departments as follows: Army, 21,300—and that 
is a figure which has just been reduced quite substantially—Navy, 
6,400; and Air Force, 8,600. 

While enactment of this legislation would require an annual appro- 
priation of about $40 million, this would be offset by some $25 million 
in rent receipts, thus reducing the net cost to the Government to about 
$15 million per year. 

The Department of Defense favors the proposed substandard quar- 
ters legislation because the elimination of inequities should consider- 
ably improve the morale of some 36,000 military families who now 
occupy such quarters and of many more who must face the possibility 
of having to live in such quarters in the future. 

Again may I say I appreciate the opportunity to appear here today. 
I, and the representatives of the military departments who are pres- 
ent, are prepared to offer you any further information you may desire 
in connection with the military family housing program. 

(Complete statement, with attachments, follows :) 


STATEMENT OF JOHN H. ARRINGTON, CHIEF, FAMILY HOUSING DIVISION, OFFICE OF 
THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS ) 


J appreciate the opportunity to appear before you today, in order to report on 
the progress of our military family housing programs, and to outline for you our 
present plans and policies. In general I shall attempt to follow the sequence of 
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items listed in the chairman’s letter of June 11, 1957, to Assistant Secretary 
Bryant. 

The general policy of the Department of Defense with respect to the provisions 
of family housing may be summarized as follows: 

1. Family housing will be provided wherever practicable for military personnel 
entitled to quarters allowances under permanent legislation, and for essential 
civilian employees. 

2. Onstation housing will be provided for personnel required to reside onsta- 
tion by reason of nature of their duties, or by reason of military necessity. 
Onstation housing may also be provided for other personnel for whom it is im- 
practicable te obtain adequate offstation housing at reasonable rentals and loca- 
tions. 

8. In programs to meet housing requirements, existing community support will 
be utilized to the greatest practicable degree. Public quarters will be provided 
where adequate accommodations at reasonable rentals cannot be furnished by 
private means at the desired locations. 

4. Acceptable private housing will be utilized as stated above, providing it is 
within reasonable commuting range. This may be interpreted as a maximum of 
30 minutes (1 way) normal travel time. For certain categories of personnel at 
certain types of installations, the maximum commuting range may be reduced to 
8 miles, or 5 minutes (1 way) travel time. 

In implementing this general policy, the Department of Defense has given 
particular atention to the following major considerations : 

1. The great importance of adequate family housing as a reenlistment factor 
(as recently stressed in the Cordiner report), and the threat to reenlistment 
posed by permitting military families to continue to live in substandard housing, 
to pay excessive rents, or to commute excessive distances. 

2. The possibility of harmful economic effect on adjacent communities (which 
may have been supplying private housing), brought about by the sudden impact 
of a sizable volume of military construction. 

3. The possibility that construction to meet total present or projected require- 
ments might result in overbuilding, as a result of future force-level cuts or re- 
deployments stemming from changes in weapons. 

The essence of our problem is to strike a reasonable balance between these fre- 
quently conflicting considerations; to strike such a balance requires the con- 
tinuing exercise of judgment and reasonable caution. 

As a basic principle, we have specified that total programing may not exceed 
90 percent of gross requirements. “Total programing” is defined as “all exist- 
ing adequate Government and private assets,” as well as planned construction. 
A safety factor of at least 10 percent is maintained to provide against unfore- 
seen strength fluctuations and families which may not desire to move into the 
area. Larger safety factors are used where programing is based on future 
strength increases, and for installations which enjoy the use of a sizable amount 
of private housing. Except at isolated stations, no provision is made for non- 
key civilian employees. Where feasible, large projects are planned on an incre- 
mental basis. 

As a further precaution against overbuilding, a limitation of 55 percent of 
gross requirements has been placed on onstation construction; except that a 
maximum of 75 percent will be permitted where justified by isolation or military 
necessity. These specific limitations are not applicable to installations outside 
the continental United States. 

The Defense Department’s family housing shortage involves some sizable fig- 
ures. Based on the current military strength of 2,800,000 officers and men, and 
considering only married personnel of the officers and upper enlisted grades, 
we have a worldwide requirement for 694,000 units. After subtracting 241,000 
units of Government-controlled assets existing or under contract, and 160,000 
units of adequate housing available in nearby civilian communities, it is found 
that the net deficit of family housing is 293,000 units. Of this deficit, 219,000 
units are needed in the continental United States, and 74,000 units overseas. A 
breakdown of requirements, assets, and deficits is attached for ready reference 
(tab A). 

It will be noted that the above figures do not take into consideration the 
requirements of enlisted personnel of the lower-pay grades. The Department 
of Defense does not favor an across-the-board program to meet the family hous- 
ing requirements of the lower-pay grades at this time. It is believed that first 
attention should be given to meeting the needs of career-motivated personnel 
of the officer and upper enlisted grades. After the needs of the officer and 
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upper enlisted groups have been substantially satisfied, consideration will be 
given to further construction to meet the balance of the enlisted requirements— 
especially for personnel in pay gradde E-4 (corporals or equal) who have dem- 
onstrated their career intent or their continuing value to the services by attain- 
ment of that grade. 

This gradual approach to the provision of housing for the lower-pay grade 
enlisted personnel is also motivated by the desire of the Department of Defense 
to maintain safety factors as a precaution against overbuilding. In other 
words, after projects currently planned to meet the needs of officers and the 
upper enlisted groups have been built, it will be possible to assess more pre- 
cisely how much additional construction can be scheduled to meet the balance 
of the military requirement without harmful impact on the local communities. 

Although there have been occasional expressions of concern by private groups 
about the possibility of excessive title VIII construction at certain installations, 
we believe the record will show that programing has been conservative. We 
feel that established review procedures effectively prevent duplication of existing 
satisfactory assets, or harmful economic impact on local communities which 
have supplied acceptable private rental housing. 

In order to initiate a project, an installation commander must prepare a 
backup data sheet, based on an actual survey. This sheet shows existing and 
future strength levels, gross requirements, Government assets, including Wherry, 
adequate community support, and net deficit. In the case of Navy and Air 
Force, the proposed project is then forwarded through channels to the Secretary 
of the military department, after which it is referred to the Federal Housing 
Administration field office director. Army projects go directly to FHA, prior 
to higher military review. 

If the FHA director concurs, he will so indicate on the application form; if 
he does not, the question must be resolved between the FHA Commissioner 
and the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations). The 
final review in the Office of the Secretary of Defense is most carefully made, 
and in no instance has a project been approved in a larger number of units 
thar that agreed to by FHA. 

In doubtful cases a representative of the Office of the Secretary of Defense 
has been sent to the area to examine existing Government and private housing, 
and to talk to both military officials and interested civilians. In some cases 
private-industry groups have opposed construction of proposed title VII pro- 
jects because of the availability of homes for sale in the area; and in such 
instances, it has been necessary to explain that for-sale housing is not con- 
sidered a satisfactory solution for military personnel who are transferred every 
2 or 3 years. 

We believe that much of the concern which has occasionally been expressed 
by private builder and realtor groups has been based on misunderstandings. 
Local military commanders have accordingly been urged to maintain close con- 
tact with local government officials, and community leaders, in order to assure 
that the military commanders are fully advised as to local conditions ; and, also, 
that the communities are afforded a full explanation of the nature, importance, 
and validity of the need for proposed title VIII projects. 

Having outlined our policy with respect to determination of requirements, the 
magnitude of these requirements, and our extensive review procedures, we now 
come to construction programs, which are classified on the basis of financing. 
The basic program is, of course, construction with appropriated funds, pur- 
suant to authorization contained in annual MCA bills. 

All requirements are determined in accordance with the principles outlined 
above. However, because of budgetary considerations, preference is given non- 
appropriated-funds programs as a means to meeting the need. MCA projects 
are planned for domestic installations where title VIII is infeasible and for 
foreign installations where surplus commodity or rental guaranty programs are 
infeasible. For example, title VIII is considered infeasible for extremely small 
projects, for certain projects in high-cost areas, for certain projects with a high 
percentage of senior officers, and for projects where clear title to the land does 
not vest in the Government. There are certain foreign areas (such as New- 
foundland) where neither surplus commodity title I nor barter is feasible, and 
where rental guaranty is not possible. 
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A summary of the family housing authorization proposed in titles I, II, and 
III of S. 1940 is as follows: 
































Military department and Units Amount Military department and Units Amount 
installation installation 

ent te ast ae || | —- —] 

All departments...........-.. 2, 381 | $54, 572,000 |] Navy.._.......---.-----.-_.. 459 | $15, 645, 000 
United States. .._.-.-..-- 1,607 | 28, 038, 000 United States. _._..____. “ria f 0 
Out - cdiavinis 204-435 74 | 26, 534, 000 VONINOR,. 65:5 suck assess 469 | 5, 645, , 000 
Stine OE S01 Wont 0) Ds 415 | 12, 625,000 || Air Force __.....__.......--- ~ 1, 507 | 26, 302, 000 
United States. _.........- ~ 100 | ~~ 1, 736, 000 736, 000 United States. __._- --, 1,507} 26,302,000 
eee ae rie 315 _ 10, $89, 000 889, 000 WO ee | 0! 0 


—_ | ———- | 











A detailed breakdown of the proposed authorization is attached (tab B). 

In order to provide information on the status of the family housing previ- 
ously authorized by this committee in Public Laws 765-83, 161-84, and 968-84, 
the following summary is furnished. Further details concerning the individual 
projects are given in attached tab C. 


Units | Amount 


35, 672 | $501, 294, 900 





Authorized by Public Laws 765/83d, 161/84th, and 968/84th 


eR cet tien ey terres Eerictesiee ¥ sree: 10, | 149, 276, 000 

eee eee A aie yd eawut ie be See jae. iad 5,010 | —- 83, 540, 600 

Mir PeemClietiniaei “hitter cals) a ketacl. ts. outs, 20,240 | 268, 478, 300 
aL Maat 

Appropriated by Public Laws 663/83d, 219/84th, and 814/84th_..__._..-.____- 34, 397 7 | 484, 415, 600 

nT Sapa, Seep tek nace eS Se ae cea eee ina an ax acdicccpn<sc cites 10, 322 147, 926, 000 

TNT ee eee ee ee ne 4918 | 82° 266,900 


SA ar Sete cnet nite ty, eet. ot ake eee ea | 19, 157 254, 222, 700 


Construction progress on this family housing on January 31, 1957, was as 
follows: 


Completed Unused au- 
Authorized orunder | Underdesign} thorization 
contract 

DE ai cntiiw coped stich xatbetoonsen 35, 672 15, 306 2, 360 18, 006 
REESE ES ee ie ges ee) ore 26, 990 9, 918 1, 572 15, 500 
ONIN a8 565) Baik dik) his cdc ddbbeoe 8, 682 5, 388 TSS 2, 506 
te ite bi SOL IE fk 10,422| 6,033 337|  ~ 4,052 
BM AOU ieee. ~ dig cde ded dendbaind 9, 421 5, 747 209 3, 465 
Matsui laaetinet tchladibaraini tess Wed Sutin itil 1,001 286 128 587 
ee. Chihy fetal cs ie 5, 010 3, 253 0 4, 787 
TT i ee tiie cihaeueeee 1, 801 1,113 0 688 
SNES ih dtte hin Adalat cagmee meade Genesee 3, 209 2, 140 0 1, 069 





Under the new title VIII (Capehart) housing program, the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense had by June 21, 1957, approved 95,2 71 units (234 projects). 
A listing of the approved projects as of April 15, 1957, is included as attach- 
ment D. Progress under this program may be summarized as follows: 
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Total Army | Navy Air Force 
ay rma 
Approved by Assistant Secretary of Defense | 
(properties and installations)!_............__- 95, 271 | 27, 692 21, 419 46, 160 
In process}... 64, 747 | 12, 434 | 20, 824 | 31, 489 
Being advertised. 1, 996 536 | 0 | 1, 460 
Bidder accepted .__. a 7, 762 5, 362 0 2, 400 
Under centract ?__- 20, 766 | 9, 360 595 10, 811 
Private | 7,951 | 2, 107 0 5, 844 
FNMA.... | 12, 815 | 7, 253 } 595 4, 967 
‘Total cost of units: iE ny | Tas | 
Under contract | $317, 166, 361 | $143, 517, 958 $9, 858, 111 $163, 790, 292 
Average... ..- potietme na 15, 273 15, 333 16, 568 15, 150 
Mortgage proceeds_ _- 304, 857,241 | 137, 276, 999 | 9, 425, 700 158, 154, 542 
MOGNNN..0ex 21 5st 95. if 14, 680 | 14, 666 15, 842 14, 629 
Private wee js j wae brn 116, 121, 715 30, 147, 415 0 | 84, 974, 300 
F NM iat a ae i a ie | 189, 735, 526 107, 129, 584 | 9, 425, 700 | 73, 180, 242 
Approprmesc ames. «oo 3 ee 12, 309, 120 6, 240, 959 432, 411 5, 635, 7: 
Pe EY ee eae 


iclskalas 593 | 7 | 726 | sal 
t 


1 Includes units reduced or deferred as result of resereening. 
2 Includes 1 Air Force project of 944 units, which is complete. 


Of projects presently under contract, average mortgages range from $12,713 
at Blytheville Air Force Base in Arkansas (360 units) to $16,406 at Fort Lawton, 
Wash. (66 units). The overall average mortgage for such projects is $14,680 
per unit, as shown above. It will also be seen that an average of $593 per 
unit of appropriated funds has been spent for site acquisition and off-site utilities, 
pursuant to authorization contained in section 505, Public Law 155, 82d Con- 
gress. Thus the overall average total cost for units now under contract is 
$15,273. 

As the above chart also shows, most of the commitments for long-term mort- 
gage financing have been made by the Federal National Mortgage Association, 
pursuant to an existing $200 million statutory authorization. Unless the build- 
ers for projects with FNMA commitments find private placements prior to com- 
pletion of construction, FNMA must buy the mortgages with Government funds 
pursuant to its advance-purchase commitments. Necessity for use of the FNMA 
authorization is due to the current tightness of the private money market. Al- 
though Capehart 4 percent mortgages were extremely marketable a year ago, 
few private placements have been made in recent months. The present FNMA 
purehase authority is now virtually exhausted; a balance of only $138,000 
remains uncommitted. 

Nevertheless, the Department of Defense has been extremely reluctant to 
recommend a substantial increase in FNMA purchase authority, because the fun- 
damental concept of the title VIII program is that it is a method for building 
military family housing with private capital. The FNMA purchase authority 
was Originally intended only for emergency use, to tide the program through pe- 
riods of temporary tightness in the private money market. 

Earlier this year in testimony before the Housing Subcommittees of the 
Hiouse and Senate Banking and Currency Committees, the Department of De- 
fense requested a $100 million increase in the present FNMA purchase au- 
thority. This limited increase would permit us to go forward with the most 
urgently needed of the Capehart projects during the next few months; and it is 
anticipated that by autumn private financing should again become available at 
acceptable prices. Although the financial market generally continues tight, 
Capehart mortgages have a particular appeal for certain types of institutional 
investors, such as pension funds. In the meantime, it has been necessary to 
rescreen presently approved projects, in order to establish a priority system 
for the use of available Government funds 

In this connection, bidding and contracting under the Capehart program was 
recently suspended, pending a rescreening of approved projects in order to es- 
tablish a priority system for the use of funds, and to defer certain less urgent 
projects or portions thereof. The suspension has now been lifted, and the re- 
screening has been substantially completed. As a result of this rescreening, it is 
expected that as many as 7,500 units of the presently approved 95,271 units may 
be deferred or canceled. 

In order to limit the rate of bid advertising to the absorptive capacity of the 
private financial market, instructions have been issued to the military depart- 
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ments which stipulate that projects aggregating not more than 17,000 units 
(6,000 for Army, 3,000 for Navy, and 8,000 for Air Force) may be in the “ad- 
vertised but not under construction” category at any one time. New projects 
will be placed in this 17,000-unit pool only as the projects with an equivalent 
number of units are financed and put under construction. Under this control 
plan, projects will move from advertising into the construction stage as rapidly 
as private funds are obtained for financing construction. Any additional Fed- 
eral funds which may become available for financing through FNMA will be 
allocated for urgently needed projects which cannot be held up pending the 
availability of private financing. 

As the committee will recall, section 420 of Public Law 968, supplemented 
by section 512 of the Housing Amendments of 1956, provided a new and more 
workable formula for the acquisition of Wherry projects. In addition, section 
512 of the latter bill provided for mandatory acquisition of Wherry projects 
located at or near installations where Capehart projects are approved. Section 
512 further authorized condemnation in instances where negotiations fail, and 
authorized the establishment of a revolving fund to pay for costs of acquisition, 
repair, and improvements. In addition, authorization was given for the appro- 
priaion of $50 million for the revolving fund, and for the transfer to the fund 
of any unexpended balances from military department appropriations not carried 
to the surplus fund of the Treasury. 

An extensive series of conferences were held by representatives of the Depart- 
ment of Defense and the Federal Housing Administration in order to formulate 
the complex regulations and procedures necessary to implement this new authori- 
zation.. As a result of these meetings, Department of Defense directive 4165.29 
was issued on October 23, 1956. This directive delegated authority to the Sec- 
retaries of the military departments to acquire Wherry projects pursuant to 
the new legislaion, and to the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and 
Installations) to review and approve proposed acquisitions, and to issue detailed 
instructions governing such acquisitions. 

Pursuant to this delegation, the Assistant Secretary of Defense (P. and I.) on 
November 26, 1956, issued Department of Defense instruction 4165.31 setting 
forth detailed policies and procedures, and releasing to the military departments 
the memorandum of agreement with the Commissioner, Federal Housing Admin- 
istration, covering coordinated responsibilities of the two agencies. The final set 
of instructions relating to Wherry acquisition was issued on January 9%, 1957, 
when the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) signed DOD instruc- 
tion 4165.33 establishing financial and accounting policies and procedures. 

Since the above papers were issued, the three military departments have in 
turn published their regulations and have begun negotiations on specific projects. 
Based on experience gained in these actual negotiations, we have continued to 
revise policies and improve means of expediting the acquisition program. For 
example, it has been concluded tkat it is within the intent of the legislaion for 
the military to pay the formula price, if the project is considered worth that 
much, without attempting to negotiate some substantially lower figure. 

To date, of the 83,708 Wherry units at or near military installations, 34,129 
are in the mandatory category because of new title VIII approvale, and must be 
acquired according to the statute. <A list of such projects is included as 
attachment E. 

The Department of the Army is actively proceeding with the acquisition of the 
following projects on a priority basis: 





Unita 
Ciieterteep Were iit Gliese ls el oa bas *300 
Ci onetmpenee. Wate ous oie ott ie eal ol *412 
(eenmoer Breer. MirO wile. st Segue leslie 4 eee ee as *2, 000 
(4) <Retetome GarsenaliAla_ 320 ui adicel led sa tent *120 
Capa) tee meee en fu es kk crit th ea es Se rr oe ck *1, 000 
(6) Worw semerme. 6... Se tielaidebessl Jo ssn * 800 
CT yy Ena Ari a eee Se eich seu ioecuuso. * 500 
(8) Schenectady General Depot, N. Y_.------.-------_._-------.------ *52 
(9) Navajo Ordnance Depot, Ariz____.---------- $0; Katee oes * 69 


1 Mandatory. 
2 Permissive. 


The Department of the Air Force has transmitted to the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense requests for approval to acquire the following mandatory projects: 





A i eed 


~ 
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Units 
CR) an Rae ymin hk ainen cir ho opennientgn a cipal en ieee 750 
{2):. Mountain, Home AFR, dah. ...65ite nig oe 4 eee 500 
(8) Warner Robins AFB, Ga.. (2) .~..niennn-ne diane eee 500 
(4) Reavia. ANB: Oatifie.i.00dildvsyitth keh abana 980 
(5). Patvicd RIB, WG sin onde ite ianin- nipping then depen 680 
(6): O@Utt APB, Novy a 2 i pn emitbiendpane} sibel eeeie oie 611 
(7). Lookwourne APB, Qhid. onc science nin phe eaeeeedene 500 


Reports on three of these acquisitions, at Warner Robbins, Patrick, and Eglin, 
have been transmitted to the Armed Services Committees pursuant to the re- 
quirements of section 419 of Public Law 968, 84th Congress. Committee clear- 
ances have been obtained on acquisition of the Warner Robbins projects. Com- 
mittee clearances have also been obtained on an 800-unit permissive project at 
Chanute AFB, and the Air Force has filed a declaration of taking for Chanute. 

A special tax problem dictated the urgency of the Chanute acquisition. In 
general, the Department of Defense considers that priority on the use of the 
limited funds presently available (and expected to be available during fiscal year 
1958) should be given to mandatory projects. It is planned concurrently to give 
favorable consideration to the acquisition of certain permissive projects—in 
general those where purchase can be negotiated within the “formula” price, and 
which can be operated as public quarters without extensive rehabilitation. 

The Department of the Navy has acquired two permissive projects at Mono- 
gram and Northwest, Va., of 20 and 26 units, respectively. In addition, the 
Navy is proceeding actively with efforts to acquire 14 projects in the mandatory 
category; an appraiser has been retained, sponsors have been contacted as to 
willingness to negotiate, and necessary data have been requested from the Fed- 
eral Housing Administration. Priority is being given to the following projects 
in the mandatory category : 


Units 
(1) ‘Naval Tratiiiie Comer; Great TNO, Bio encncetinresereivereettenns 1, 000 
(2) NAvéGt Gif REACTION, TCU VICE, FT cceeeminecmeaeasnenanmetn 232 
CO)" SUAVE DUNG, INO WOR, Dis De C2 hoc ccocecse>vheepienereseegeeenwentinnaan 356 
(a) Petre Lee . O.. ee  ecbamninninadaiaaeaaanaes 85 
CO) “FOVEs DONE EeCe VU CNG: Pi EBD ac ncsecrnucecnniemensmnenaeaeenaeen 1, 000 
Cy UV RIRERINEE I TORU. 0 108. onercsanseersaeh~ineicntneenepainsnadina amie 96 


It is the policy of the Department of Defense, with regard to administration 
of acquired Wherry projects that they shall eventually be occupied as public 
quarters on the basis of forfeiture of allowances. In many instances where the 
units are substandard, it may be necessary to grant a temporary exception to 
this policy until the units can be rehabilitated and improved to meet minimum 
public quarters standards; in such event the units would continue to be occu- 
pied as rental units pending rehabilitation. In some few instances, there may be 
projects in the mandatory category which cannot be brought up to quarters 
standards with any reasonable expenditure of funds; in these cases we believe it 
would be inequitable not to grant permanent exceptions permitting continued oc- 
cupancy on a rental basis. Pending further experience, it is not possible to pro- 
vide information as to the number of units for which temporary or permanent 
exceptions might be justified. 

As to what degree of rehabilitation may be required in order to bring Wherry 
projects up to minimum public quarters standards, this will vary considerably 
from project to project. Many Wherry projects are well built, with adequate 
space and amenities; these will require little work beyond redecorating. Others 
may require substantial rehabilitation. Attached is a draft of tentative mini- 
mum standards recently drafted for use in connection with the Wherry acqui- 
sition program. The committee will note that these are broad guidelines, and 
must be administered with a degree of administrative judgment. It is not pos- 
sible to estimate at this time just what the average Wherry rehabilitation bill 
may amount to, but I can assure you we proposed to keep the costs within rea- 
sonable limitations. Each proposal for rehabilitation will be reviewed by my 
office, on a case-by-case basis. 

The question was recently raised in testimony before the Real Estate and Con- 
struction Subcommittee, House Armed Services Committee, why the Depart- 
ment of Defense should acquire Wherry projects, which are already counted as 
assets, and therefore do not increase our housing inventory. At the same time, 
it is pointed out, there are other installations where there is little or no housing 
available. In this regard, the Department of Defense last year opposed the man- 
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datory acquisition feature of the Wherry legislation, and continues to huld the 
Same views. However, we recognize that there are certain administrative and 
economic advantages to Wherry acquisition and are doing our best to implement 
the present law as expeditiously as possible. 

Based on limited experience to date, it is estimated that the average cost of 
acquiring the interest in a Wherry leasehold will amount to about $1,500 per unit, 
on a negotiated basis within the legislative formula. It is not possible to esti- 
mate what court awards under condemnation might amount to, but conceivably 
they might run considerably higher than the formula average. In addition to 
the purchase price, it is estimated that an average of about $500 per unit will 
be required to place Wherry housing in a first-class operating condition. 

It will therefore be seen that about $2,000 per unit probably represents a low 
estimate of the average acquisition and redecoration costs, However, the ma- 
jority of Wherry projects do not meet minimum public quarters standards. For 
such projects, it is estimated that an average of $3,500 per unit will be needed 
for improvements to such standards. 

The total cost for most Wherry projects will therefore amount to at ijeast 
$5,500 per unit, plus the assumption of the mortgage indebtedness. The annual 
revenue as public quarters will average approximately $1,080 per unit per year. 
After deducting $480 per unit per year as the average cost of retiring the out- 
standing mortgages, it will take just over 9 years to return the acquisition and 
improvement costs to the revolving fund. 

In addition to the $25 million which has already been transferred to the re- 
volving fund from unexpended balances, a request has been made to the President 
for transfer of an additional $68 million for use during fiscal year 1958. It can 
be seen that the total funds expected to be made available will cover costs of 
somewhat over 50 percent of the 34,129 units now in the mandatory category. 
The percentage of acquisitions can be increased to the extent that improvements 
to acquired projects are deferred beyond fiscal year 1958. 

The Department of Defense has established a policy that negotiations for ac- 
quisition of mandatory cases should not be prolonged beyond a date which would 
allow sufficient time to institute condemnation and file a declaration of taking, so 
as to assure acquisition of Wherry housing prior to the oceupancy of Capehart 
housing. A waiver to this policy by the Secretary of a military department is 
permitted provided such action in no way reducés the occupancy of the Wherry 
housing to be acquired. This waiver clause is necessary at this time because the 
Capehart construction program is well advanced in some instances compared to 
the Wherry acquisition program. 

One waiver has been granted by the Secretary of the Air Force for Eglin Air 
Force Base, Fla., on which construction of 500 Capehart units was started in 
July 1956. The waiver by the Secretary of the Air Force expressly qualifies his 
approval if such action will affect the Wherry occupancy prior to its acquisition 
by the Government. The Air Force plans to take over the first 250 Capehart 
units at Eglin Air Force Base in July 1957, and the remaining 250 units in August 
1957. As noted above, section 419 clearances for Eglin have been requested. 

Another facet of military family housing which is currently a source of much 
concern is the fact that 1 out of 5 public quarters is substandard. The Comp- 
troller General has ruled that any structures, now in use as housing, which were 
built, remodeled, or converted with funds appropriated to the military depart- 
ments, must be considered and operated as public quarters regardless of adequacy, 
unless the legislative authority for construction specifically contemplated the 
development of rental housing. 

Under this ruling many serious morale problems have been created, for situa- 
tions inevitably arise in which one man must forfeit his full quarters allowance 
for a substandard dwelling while at the same installation another man of equal 
or lower grade is provided completely adequate quarters. This condition is 
known to be a deterrent to reenlistment. When it is realized that there are more 
than 36,000 such housing units now in use by the military services, it can readily 
be understood that the problem is one of serious proportion, 

I am sure that the committee is aware that H. R. 1056, which is now pending 
before the Congress, is designed to alleviate this problem. If enacted, this legis- 
lation would permit members of the Armed Forces to occupy substandard quar- 
ters on a rental basis, without loss of basic allowance for quarters. Under the 
provisions of this bill, substandard housing now designed as public quarters would 
de leased to military personnel at rentals comparable to those for similar 
accommodations in the community. However, the bill further provides that such 
housing must be altered or improved to qualify as public quarters, or it must be 
demolished or otherwise removed from the housing inventory, prior to July 1, 
1959. 
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When similar legislation was considered in previous years, it contained a 
provision for the repeal of Public Law 120, 79th Congress. Since that statute. 
provides the basic authority for the operation of rental housing, its repeal would 
require the military occupants of some 43,000 such units to forfeit their quarters 
allowances. This would only serve to increase the current problem, because most 
rental units are substandard. The bill currently under consideration would 
permit Public Law 120 to remain in effect until such time (probably July 1, 
1959) as the overall military housing program is further advanced and the 
effect of repeal Can be more accurately assessed. 

The provisions of H. R. 1056 would not apply to any title VIII Wherry housing 
acquired by the military departments pursuant to the provisions of Public Law 
1020, 84th Congress, or to any housing recently constructed under appropriated 
fund programs. 

As indicated above, the provisions of H. R. 1056 would apply to 36,300 units of 
substandard public quarters. These are distributed among the military depart- 
ments as follows: Army, 21,300; Navy, 6,400; and Air Force, 8,600. While 
enactment of this legislation would require an annual appropriation of about 
$40. million, this would be offset by some $25 million in rent receipts, thus reduc- 
ing the net cost to the Government to about $15 million per year. 

The Department of Defense favors the proposed substandard quarters legisla- 
tion because the elimination of inequities should considerably improve the morale 
of some 36,000 military families who now occupy such quarters and of many more 
who must face the possibilty of having to live in such quarters in the future. 

Again may I say I appreciate the opportunity to appear here today. I, and 
the representatives of the military departments who are present, are prepared 
to offer you any further information you may desire in connection with the 
military family housing program. 


ATTACHMENT A 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (PROPERTIES AND INSTALLATIONS) 


Family housing requirements, assets and de - for personnel in the armed 
































services as of Mar. 25, 1957 
| Worldwide Continental | Overseas 
total |United States 

sli Gl ae cacelincniieition ans | aad 

Requirements for personnel entitled to quarters !____..._..--- 693, 895 ‘| 509, 537 | 184, 358 
en aetna aioe ante tryetensnsennel 246, 498 | 800 77, 698 

at S Aneta ca Tes aneniaragia Lieneaieaieinaen asmnae | 173, 797 47, 5 26, 260 
ee = Foe gene 274, 600 ae 198 200 ra 80, 400 
TE IE I Foie oa spre cits tei eenrn deen nibttins apd [ ~ 400, 694 | ~ 290, 795 | 109, 899 
Army.. lhe A eee od - panto 150, 029 | 91, 627 58, 402 
Navy... wiiaseubia ch ts ania = : sintaieiaiae 97, 180 82, 903 14, 277 
Air orce__- Lace eae oe tena i inknae manatee 153, 485 116, 265 7, 220 
a iia sa ieee 6h ie onal 293, 201. 218,742} 74, 459 
ks ak cei a ideteiiarmcotaeibele tie 95, 469 76, 173 | 19, 296 
| Pe ae Se eee sig ani tehacieacaeaiiotesraaie 76, 617 64, 634 11, 983 
FE ib kkndacncnennivas éhda isles deletes coins ilegectidia 121, 115 77, 935 |_ 43, 180 
Programed Housing 3 one | oa 04, 927 ig 77, 207 | 17, 630 
Rca cimnismadcoicaianaan : ietohedh actinic tiaiesiel 22, 424 | 19, 026 3, 398 
a iseicctiie sea anita iiss ean dae saat 22, 686 16, 989 | 5.697 
Air Force. - aa : arc detinanteihastkea abies | 49, 817 | 41, 282 | 8, 535 
Projected deficit (basic).........-.....---.------------------- ; 198, 274| «441, 445 | | «86, 829 
Army.. a alg Catal b aie s iciaabl 73, 045 | 57, 147 15, 898 
Nav aie - : ede ae 53, 931 47, 645 §, 286 
Air A oi ; St St hee thao ciestati ‘Siteeamlcaeal 71, 298 | 36, 653 34, 645 














1 Includes military personnel who receive quarters allowances under permanent legislation (officers and 
enlisted men in grades E-7, E-6, E-5 and E-4 with 7 or more years of service) and key civilians. Gross 
requirements are detailed in supplement A, attached. 

2 Includes all adequate housing (existing and under contract) under military ownership, under military 
sponsorship but privately owned (Wherry and rental guaranty) and privately or publicly owned in com- 
munities within reasonable commuting distance (usually 15 miles or 30 minutes). Detailed in supplement 
B, attached. 

3 Includes all currently programed (not under contract) military-owned and military-sponsored housing 
but excludes privately owned off-base housing scheduled for future development. Detailed in supplement 
C, attached. 
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SUPPLEMENT A 





Gross family housing requirements for personnel in the armed services* 












































Worldwide | Continental 
total United Overseas 
States 

SI GO nn lela 881, 526 | 679, 987 201, 539 
Oe SIIROOED Pp oo ton eb nice Sgnoccnnsdecpivceeccedars eae 693, 805 | 509, 537 | ryan 184, 358 
Sie ee 224, 569 172, 259 52, 310 
SE i, MEALS eenddlidnkctvdbes«nisiacerecashen | 443, 996 324, 778 119, 218 
a a Rl ci alng Okie nih waiaa Neel 25, 330 12, 500 12, 830 

Not entitled to quarters 3........-....--.-.---------e----- “187, 631 170,450;  —«17, 181 
Arathi oT AE 303,508 | 223,800!  —=—-79, 798 
RR PINNED as. — 8c 145 ~ RS b io tS ae cpmiewe a8 245, 498 167,800} ‘77,698 
Officers.........---- Sie SOU ES ioe ot) 87, 450 63, 346 | 24, 104 
STEELE) FEE VETERE te eee eee c 146, 818 98, 7 48, 064 

ERE IIE dain, b tsb a ppancn elastase = bpsaevidewwens bb eb 11, 230 5, 700 5, 530 

Not entitled to quarters___....-- Ueda Seiden asndsosecs [wv oM 58,100; "56,000 | os 2 100 
PON Pe aria she rik asin che edna woth neh satcebebdonisip ek ~ 220,328 | 186,987 |  —-33, 341 
pT. see ee ee SS pee eeubeeees 173, 797, 147, 537. 26, 260 
meer eres. 2, See See a 46, 119 39, 913 | 6, 206 
Enlisted men.._.....--.------- hetced atleadads 123, 178 104, 024 | 19, 154 

Key civilians. -.....-- Lmokeies , nineties 4, 500 | 3, 600 900 

Not entitled to quarters.........._.- jes ee 46,531 | «39, 450 7, 081 
pee ene ol Oe, BA Te a ee | 357,600 | 269,200 «88, 400 
Entitled to quarters. .......-...-...---.---.----.---------| 274,600 | —:194,200| 80, 400 
NR th icy cn iahcceum Pics toad acl o escailia 91, 000 | 69, 000 22, 000 
a a ee 174, 000 122, 000 52, 000 
CE 2 vse Se od 2 wseeudaee 9, 600 | 3, 200 | 6, 400 

Not entitled to quarters._..............- a iaesiibas eeiliermininiaiesits ie 83, 000 | 7 ‘75, 000 | a 8, 000 


' 

1 Based on a military and key civilian strength, exclusive of ancillary personne! (cadets, mid- 
shipmen, students, trainees, hospital patients, transients, industrial detachments, diplomatic attachés, 
ROTC instructors, personnel on special missions, etc.) and fleet personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps. 
2 Includes officers, enlisted men in grades E-7, E-6, E-5, and E-4 with 7 or more years of service, and 

ey civilians. 

* Includes enlisted men in grades E-1, E-2, E-3, and E-4 with less than 7 years of service, in continental 
United States and Territories and possessions; requirements in this category for foreign countries are not 
included because of lack of authorization for dependent allowances. 

4 Based on Army strength of 1,027,000. 

+ Based on Navy strength of 857,900. 

6 Based on Air Force strength of 925,000. 
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Adequate ewisting family housing for personnel in the armed services * 


Adequate existing housing, total- 


Army 
Navy..- 


Air Force. ..-_.-- 
Military quarters and rental housing 

SENET Gs incase diennisasuriah 

i a 

Air Force_- 


Wherry (title VIII) housing 


Army-- 
Navy 


Air Force_.---- 


Capehart (title VIII) housing 


Army 
Navy 
Air Force 


Rental guaranty housing ?__. 


Army 
Navy 
Air Force 


Surplus commodity housing 3 


Army... 
Navy.---- 
Air Force 


Off-base private housing- 


Army ‘_.. 
Navy. 
Air Force 



































Worldwide | Continental Overseas 
total United States 

400, 694 290, 795 109, 899 
150, 029 91, 627 58, 402 
97, 180 832, 903 14, 277 
153, 485 116, 265 37, 220 
134, 055° 51, 556 82, 499 
67, 644 17, 838 49, 806 
34, 511 24, 186 10, 325 
31, 900 9, 532 22, 368 
93,563) 80, 254 3, 309 
21, 621 | 21, 384 237 
24, 375 22, 298 2,077 
37, 567 36, 572 995 
44,2901 —i—(ia DH |—“‘COCS 
8, 694 8 694 | 0 
: 435 435 0 
5, 161 5, 161 0 
iit — Give ae 
a = —— |—_—_—_—_—_—_—_—_——_ 
2, 152 0 | 2, 152 
0 0 0 
4, 976 0 | 4, 976 
aot an’ 0 | 2156 
378 0 | 378 
297 | 0 297 
1, 481 0 | 1, 481 
159, 502 | 144,695 |  —-:14, 807 
49, 540 43, 711 | 5, 829 
37, 562 35, 984 | 1, 578 
72, 400 65, 000 | 7, 400 





1 Includes units which are completed, under construction, or under contract in currently active military 
housing programs. 


2 Includes 2,152 Army units and 2,605 Air Force units in France, 700 Air Force units in Morocco, and 


1,581 Air Force units in Spain. 


3 Includes 1,481 Air Force units in United Kingdom and 378 Army and 297 Navy units in Japan. 
4 Includes 608 units of title VI projects which are managed as Wherry housing. 


93272—57—_—_49 
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Programed family housing for personnel in the armed services 























Worldwide | Continental Overseas 
total United States 
EP EINES WOOO. osc n acd ensacsudssecscccccc-scs.ce 94, 927 77, 297 17, 630 
EN hd eee nk Sans abacGubasandadebibckscoccackéoes 22, 424 19, 026 3, 398 
sc en Sh oe 8 dict adcdewascenaass 22, 686 16, 989 5, 697 
pe SE ea iss eS Seeet Senn keSecteuree 49, 817 Al, 282 8, 535 
Appropriated funds '_._...._____- NOU ciate: Nien sentaasminsheds 8, 304 6814; 2, 580 
| ee DADS Sukh. Gdadyucdwticwndiseduiwbbusescuned 1, 816 1, 678 138 
a ean bine dial 2, 053 693 1, 360 
Se De in cn cde tee ened ceagiitidibbivaoanaedi 4, 525 3, 443 1, 082 
Capehart (title VIII) housing ?_..............-....-.-.------- ~ -78,606/ 71,483} ~——S«7, 028 
|g he Sr Puustecacucksssnees 18, 938 17, 348 1, 590 
enh I nc ei hate te de mei ebibasesaen 5 20, 079 16, 296 3, 783 
ee 6 e.g un cckicbonvousmuawad Meda swewemcsOa 39, 489 37, 839 1, 650 
8urplus commodity housing 3_______....................-..-.- 8 027 0 8, 027 
ae SF ee 2 : 1, 670 0 | 1. 670 
a na a a Ee le 554 0 554 
BN BSE es eri td eumeaweumbidos Gecctaussas 5, 803 0 5, 803 





! Includes units authorized in fiscal year 1957 and prior years which are ined for dovdiemuais but are 


not yet under contract. 


2 Includes units in projects scheduled for contract-award in fiscal year 1957 and/or approved for develop 


ment as of Mar. 25, 1957. 
6] ,000. 

3 Includes 3,527 units under the title I program and 4,500 units under the ‘‘ba 
by country is: 
France, 2,800; and Philippines, 1,100. 
but not approved, for these countries and 5 others. 


ATTACHMENT B 


Summary of the family housing authorization prop 





All departments 


Continental United States 
Overseas 


a epeccon 


Continental United States: Tactical installations a arious locations) ----- 


Overseas - 


Ladd Air Force Base, Alaska--_--- 
Fort Richardson, Alaska 
Alaska, general__-- 

Tactical installations (v arious locations) . 


Continental United States_-- 
Overseas... .-..- 
Naval station, Adak, Alaska 
Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland --- 


Air Force---._- 


Continental United States_-- 


Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Mont 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Ste. Marie, 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Mass 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendnover, Utah 

Aircraft control and warning system (various locations) -__- 
Overseas _ - “— ; 


rter”’ program. 


osed in BS. 


Units 


2, 381 
1, 607 
774 


100 
315 





1, 507 
67 
39 
488 
5 
68 
840 


415 | 





Total units planned by services are: Army, 59,000; Navy, 35,000; and Air Force, 


Distribution 


Italy, 616; Japan, 1,025; Morocco, 500; Spain, 424; United Kingdom, 960; Bermuda, 600; 
Additional projects totaling 16,200 units are under consideration, 


1940 


Amount 


$54, 572, 00 000 


28, 0: 38, 00 000 
26, 534, 000 


‘12, 625, 000 


1, 736, 000 
10, 889, 000 
1, 878, 000 
3, 443, 000 

658, 000 
4, 910, 000 


15, 645 


», 000 
0 
15, 645, 000 
3, 660, 000 
11, 985, 000 


26, 302, 000 


26, 302, 000 





1, 184, 000 

689, 000 

8, 594, 000 
108, 000 

1, 217, 000 

14, 510, 000 
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ATTACHMENT E 


Wherry projects located at military installations where new title VIII (Cape- 
hart) projects have been approved for construction 





| Wherry, | New title 

Installation | Military depart- | number | VIII num- 
ment | units ber units 

programed 


Fort McClellan, Ala__-_- Army 140 | 300 
Redstone Arsenal, Ala do 120 | 
Fort Huachuca, Ariz_---...-..--- | do__- 500 
Fort Ord, Calif... __- do... , 000 
Barstow Marine Corps Supply Depot, Calif Navy 3 51 
El Centro Naval Air Station, Calif ...do 241 
El Toro and Santa Ana, Calif. | do__- { 600 
Point Mugu Naval Air Missile Test Center, Calif do 326 360 
Hamilton Air Force Base, Calif Air Force f 550 
McClellan Air Force Base, Calif do 125 
Travis Air Force Base, Calif do... 500 
Key West Naval Base, Fla Navy 7 490 
Whiting Field Naval Air Station, Fla do 96 | 289 
Elgin-Hurlburt Air Force Base, Fla | Air Force | t 500 
Patrick Air Force Base, Fla__- | do. } 999 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Fla do f 420 
Fort McPherson, Ga | Army 225 | 107 
Fort Benning, Ga do ' , 000 
Robins Air Force Base, Ga | Air Force 5 273 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho do | § 190 
Fort Sheridan, Tll_- Army } 150 
Great Lakes Training Center, Il | Navy , 590 
Fort Riley, Kans-_- Army | 433 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans___. | do 226 | 300 
Fort Knox, Ky-_- do , 700 | 2, 042 
Bossier Base, ta 2 | do 192 | 2 200 
Brunswick N aval Air Station, Maine = | Navy-_-_-- 23% 277 
Fort Meade, Md_____- ee sed ae Army 786 1, 000 
Fort Devens, Mass eto seeing ...do ; 202 | 450 
Westover Air Force Base, Mass a snc Air Force »lé 310 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Mont_. I ae . oied 592 | 3 400 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr “! ot ; | do ; | j 275 
Nellis Air Force Base, Nev ad eek Ti do . | 200 
Fort Dix, N. J peices ae adie Easels Army : , | 702 
Fort Monmouth, iam Saige 00 | 240 
White Sands Prov aie Ground, N. Mex 2 do 235 | 209 
Holloman Air Force Base, N. Mex jdehee .| Air Force 00 | 400) 
Stewart Air Force Base, ! Ses al eel ._.do . 23 300 
Fort Bragg, N. C : : Army 2, 2, 000 
Camp Lejeune, N. C Navy ; 2, 108 1, 124 
Marine Corps Air Station, Che rry Point, N. C.. | do , 4: 1, 784 
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Ohio Air Force _- : § 400 
Naval Base, Newport, R. 1 eet Navy : 356 | 2, 000 
Parris Isk: and, s.C ec . | do 85 415 
Sewart Air Force Bs ase, Tenn ...-| Air Force... = j 87 
Fort Bliss, Tex--- sa ett .| Army } 900 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah___. do 4 109 
Fort Belvoir, Va__._.__.-__-- cheek - Ud xz : 618 
Fort Eustis, Va siaxact Apiaceae eid ‘ sates ....do ‘ 600 
Be A oS act eneiioudiin : - do 7 | 650 
Fort Monroe, Va pode Is ieee _do ; 206 56 
Fort Story, V a > ; , ; do 5: 4150 
Fairchild Air Force Bi ase, Wash__.- te aioe | Air Force. - she , | 250 
Barbers Point Naval Air Station, Hawaii | Navy tae ; 15 1, 140 
Pearl Harbor Naval Base, T. H , -| : , 46: 650 





Total (55 Wherry locations) hianapavediaes tel _— 34, 126 * 30, 731 


Mandatory Wherrys: 
shixneenan dees 6a. Acie ite Ge. ata 3 Pe ike 
BTS cmos ee er si Sa eta a Ne iilin cecaceduliiainces 
Air Force 





1 Port Hueneme. 
2 Barksdale Air Force Base, La. 

3 Great Falls Air Force Base. 

4 Naval Air Station, Oceana. 

5 Of this total 14,284 units are presently deferred. 
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ATTACHMENT F 


MINIMUM PUBLIC QUARTERS STANDARDS FOR EVALUATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES 


I. The following principles will be used for evaluating the adequacy of family 
housing for assignment to military personnel as public quarters, and as a general 
guide in rehabilitation programs: 

Location.—The location of the dwelling unit should be suitable for the resi- 
dence of the assignee. Locations considered suitable should not be adjacent or in 
close proximity to firing ranges, troop areas, sewage disposal plants, waste 
dumps, industrial exhausts, swampy, stagnant tracts producing objectionable 
odors, ammunition storage areas, railroads, industrial shops, slum areas, sources 
of excessive noise or hazards to residents, and locations for which daily com- 
muting presents extreme inconvenience, difficulties, or inappropriateness to an 
occupant with respect to his duties. 

Net floor area.—The following table of net floor areas, by rank or grade and 
number of bedrooms will be used as a guide in determining the minimum size 
of dwelling units suitable for assignment. Net floor area is defined to be the 
space inside the exterior walls, excluding basement (or service and bulk storage 
space in lieu of basement), attic, garage (or carport), and open porches: 


Minimum net square-foot floor area per dwelling 





Major or Captain or 








Number of bedrooms lieutenant lieutenant Enlisted 
commander | and below grades 
and above 
RR inte hel aE aml cash nine ataea itiatia Rial tice silat ind a anil 700 610 
ee Re Lane damecaeakan 9 865 785 
Sialibenca sinners wes 1,120 1, 035 985 
access Ra i a a a ca cis aa ean a eal 1, 225 1,185 1, 080 





Livability—The total floor area should be appropriately distributed among 
the various rooms, spaces, and passageways. Design should be such that the 
access to the bathroom from a bedroom does not require passage through the 
living room or kitchen; access to bedrooms does not require passage through 
the other bedrooms; and access from the main exterior entrance to the living 
room does not require passage through the kitchen or bedrooms. Units should 
have adequate closet, storage, and service space; and adequate yard and service 
areas. 

Construction and facilities —The structure shall be of sound construction and 
in a good state of repair, with finished exterior and interior wall surfaces; 
finished floors; kitchen and bathroom facilities for the exclusive use of the 
occupant; proper ventilation and lighting; essential water, sewer, electricity, 
cooking and heating services. Structures should be weather and watertight, 
structurally safe, and without serious potential hazards to the occupants. The 
dwelling should be provided with essential collateral equipment and fur- 
nishings. 

II. Only in unusual circumstancecs will Wherry housing be declared inade- 
quate for reasons of size alone. 

III. In the event a dwelling unit does not qualify for assignment as public 
quarters and the survey establishing comparable rent and related charges for 
such unit in accordance with Bureau of the Budget Circular A-45 (revised) 
results in a proposed total charge for the unit in excess of the assignee’s basic 
allowance for quarters, the dwelling unit may be designated inadequate public 
quarters to be occupied on a voluntary basis with forfeiture of basic allowance 
for quarters. 


Senator Srennis. Pardon me for just a moment, there. This is 
involved, there are so many different laws. 

This briefly, then, would you permit you to charge the going rate 
in a community for the quarters? 

Mr. Arrtneton. That is correct. 

Senator Srennis. Rather than the statutory amount that is 
allowed ? 
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Mr. Arrtneton. That is correct. 

Senator Stennis. All right. 

Senator Case? 

Senator Case. Mr. Chairman, I can say that we should not apply 
one principle to the Wherry housing and another to the military 
housing. 

That is, if you permit substandard housing in one instance, why, 
substandard housing from appropriated funds probably should be 
rented rather than require forfeiture of disallowance. At the same 
time, unless you have some fixed standards to determine what is 
“substandard,” you could have a great deal of discrepancy in the 
discretion of the different commanders. 

Where is the determination made as to what is standard and what 
is substandard ? 

Mr. Arrtneton. We have attached a tentative draft of such stand- 
ards including here our attachement F. This has yet to receive full 
coordination within the Department of Defense, but it gives an idea 
of the consideration which we think might reasonably be involved. 

Senator Casr. Is it your proposal that would apply equally to 
housing originally built with appropriated funds and to acquired 
Wherry housing ? 

Mr. Arrineton. We do not contemplate this would apply to any 
recently built appropriated funds housing, but this would in general 
apply to both Wherry housing and to substandard public quarters; 

es, sir. 
" Mr. Maver. Sir, if I may; I should like to point up a couple of mat- 
ters in this connection, in order that the record may be clear. 

First of all, the bill that was reported out in the House did not 
specifically set the rental, it did not say we had to charge a community 
rental, but, under our directive from the Bureau of the Budget we do 
charge rentals based on what is the going rate in the community. 

Mr. BeLrev. This committee last year, when it passed a different 
version of the bill which did not become law, indicated in its report 
that servicewide they should make sure it was compatible with exist- 
ing rents in the communities. 

I think the committee is pretty well aware of the aspects of the 
bill in that sense. 

Senator Srennis. All right, we will have to get along here. 

Senator Case, will you ask your questions first ? 

Senator Casz. All right. 

This point of the determination of standards is quite important. 
I suppose it would be possible to take any house built by appropriated 
funds and find, after a period of, say, 5 years, that it was substandard 
if the maintenance had not been good on that particular station. 

I certainly sympathize with the idea of not requiring forfeiture of 
allowance for a substandard house, but at the same time I think that 
standards are going to have to be prescribed, or you are going to 
establish the possibility of so much discretion that you could have a 
great deal of variation between stations. 

General Gri. Senator, there is one point I think should be clearly 
understood, and that is that a lot of these substandard quarters are 

converted mobilization barracks, quonset huts, in fact, anything that 
used appropriated funds, to convert existing buildings into some sort 
of quarters, and they were not quarters originally authorized. 
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Colonel Sympor. I may make the statement that the Army is in the 
same position. The majority of the substandard housing is, as General 
Gill pointed out, converted barracks, the mobilization-type of struc- 
ture. 

Senator Srennis. Yes. I might say that we have seen some of those 
on some of our limited trips. However, Senator Case makes the point 
that if there is not some kind of a standard or measure that can be 
——— it would vary very much from location to location. 

think you have to have a larger local determination, but within 
certain guidelines or rules. 

Captain McFarutanp. For the Navy, I may say that the Navy agrees 
with the Army and the Air Force, as regards the type of substandard 
quarters which we have. 

I might add that the question of standard and substandard or mini- 
mum standards for adequate quarters is currently under discussion 
with the Department of Defense, and will be cleared with the Bureau 
of the Budget before they are promulgated to the field, and so we will 
have a standard. 

Senator Stennis. Yes. You gentlemen ought to be able to work 
out something on that. 

All right. Senator Case, we have a gentleman here who came in 
from Texas who is interested in this Wherry matter, Mr. Boyd. 

Mr. Boyd has a statement. Suppose we let Mr. Boyd file his state- 
ment now, and make such points as he wishes with reference to Wherry 
acquisitions. That is what you are interested in, is it not? 

Mr. Boyp. Yes, sir. 

‘ Senator Srennis. All right, Mr. Boyd, we are glad to have you 
ere. 

You proceed in your own way, and make such points as you wish. 


STATEMENT OF ROLAND BOYD, ATTORNEY, REPRESENTING 
WHERRY HOUSING ASSOCIATION, McKINNEY, TEX. 


Mr. Boyp. I have delivered my statement to Colonel BeLieu, and 
I would like to make a few short statements, and then invite questions 
from the military, if your procedure would permit that. 

Senator Srennis. Well, we cannot get into a prolonged discussion 
now. The military appropriations bill is coming on, and we will 
have to be there. 

What are the main points that you want to make, Mr. Boyd? Your 
whole statement will be in the record. 

(Statement of Mr. Boyd follows:) 


STATEMENT OF ROLAND Boyp, ATTORNEY AT LAw, McKINNey, TEx., ATTORNEY 
FOR THE WHERRY HOUSING ASSOCIATION 


Chairman Stennis, Senator Jackson, Senator Case, and gentlemen, thank 
you for the opportunity of appearing before you. 

My name is Roland Boyd; I live in McKinney, Tex. I am actively engaged 
in the private practice of civil law. For a few months now I have been the 
attorney for the Wherry Housing Association. The Wherry Housing Associa- 
tion is a voluntary, nonprofit organization consisting of the owners of most of 
the 82,000 units of Wherry housing located at 176 military installations in the 
United States and its possessions. The association was originally formed as a 
medium for the exchange of information and ideas to assist in the maintenance 
and operation of Wherry projects. 





od 
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At the last meeting of the association’s board of directors, a resolution was 
unanimously passed that we request permission to appear before congressional 
committees when they are considering any matters which affect Wherry projects. 

I appear today in the spirit of wanting to assist you in getting at all perti- 
nent facts. I would like to make a brief statement about Wherry housing and 
then invite you to ask questions which occur to you. If I do not have the infor- 
mation you seek I will do my utmost to furnish it at the earliest possible date. 
I am not acquainted with your procedure, but if it permits it, I will welcome 
questions from the military. In an effort to conserve your time I have prepared 
a list of 31 points which I have attempted to cover in my written testimony. 
If you wish, I will read those points, and then you can direct my attention to 
any part which you want to discuss orally. 

1. In the late 1940’s the military had an acute housing shortage. 

2. The military called on Congress to alleviate this shortage by passing the 
Wherry law. 

3. Congress, in response to the insistence of the military, passed the Wherry 
Housing Act. 

4. In each instance the military certified that the Wherry houses were 
needed. 

5. The military approved the plans for each project before construction 
could be started. 

6. The military invited, insisted, and begged private enterprise to build the 
houses. 

7. The military leased Government-owned land to the project owners for 50 or 
75 years for a nominal annual rental. 

8. A cross section of private enterprise built 275 projects consisting of 82,000 
units under the provisions of this law. 

9. The houses were built in strict compliance with the law, according to 
approved plans and specifications, and were subjected at all times to rigid onsite 
inspection of materials and workmanship by qualified governmental personnel. 

10. Each project owner had a substantial investment in time, effort, and 
money before reaching the point where he could qualify and would be per- 
mitted to construct the project. 

11. After qualifying, the owner had to provide interim financing and, in 
many instances, had to risk his entire assets to secure necessary credit. 

12. Each project owner signed promissory notes for the full mortgage amounts 
with 32-year-8-month payouts. 

13. The Government insured 100 percent of these mortgages, in a total amount 
of approximately $650 million. 

14. The projects were planned in a 97 percent occupancy factor. Although 
most projects have maintained their occupancy at, near, or in excess of the 
97 percent factor, from time to time there occur vacancy difficulties. 

15. The military are now building newer, larger, and more luxurious houses, 
and are to order tenants out of the Wherry projects into the newer houses. 

16. In view of the above situation the last session of Congress passed Public 
Law 1020 which contains a provision which compels the military to acquire the 
Wherry houses before they can build competing Capehart housing. 

17. The military now want this mandatory provision of Public Law 1020 
repealed. 

18. Repeal of the mandatory provision will cause years of expensive and 
vexatious litigation. Neither side wants this. 

19. Are we justified in this alarm? 

20. Congress has determined that it is in the best Government interest to 
acquire Wherry. 

21. There is much strife between the Wherry owners and the military depart- 
ments ; the two are incompatible in the housing field. 

22. What the the military’s chief complaints about Wherry? 

(a) They are not large enough. 
(0) They are not operated properly. 
(c) They are not maintained properly. 

23. What is the answer? We think the only sensible answer is that the Gov- 
ernment should acquire all Wherry within the continental United States. 

24. What would acquisition accomplish? 

(a) Save money for United States. 

(b) The military could operate all their housing without interference. 

(c) Military operation could eliminate many costs that Wherry owners 
must pay. 
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{d) Projects could be maintained and operated to suit military. 
(e) Projects, if any, which are now substandard could be brought to 
standard. 
25. How can acquisition be paid for? 
26. To rush acquisition will not demand expenditure of too much money at 
one time? 
27. How can acquisition be accomplished? 
28. How will acquisition fare under condemnation? 
29. What about construction profits in Wherry projects? 
30. What is the attitude of the Wherry owner with reference to Government 
acquisition? 
31. Why do the Wherry owners want to sell? 


DISCUSSION 


1. In the late 1940’s the military had an acute housing shortage. 

In 1949 the Air Force said, speaking through its then Secretary, Hon. Stuart 
Symington: 

“Present housing facilities for military and civilian personnel of the National 
Military Establishment are so totally inadequate in numbers as to fail utterly 
in meeting the demands.” (1) 

In 1949, the Army said, speaking through its then Director of Logistics, 
Maj. Gen. W. O. Reeder: 

“This shortage of housing facilities is not pecular to any one service; it is a 
problem that adversely affects all of them.” (2) 

In 1949, the Navy said, speaking through its then Assistant Chief, Home Base 
Section, Office of Chief of Naval Operations, Capt. Merle Van Metre: 

“As in the case of the Army and the Air Force, the lack of adequate housing 
is one of the most important factors presently affecting morale and reenlist- 
ment of naval personnel.” (3) 

2. The military called on Congress to help alleviate this shortage by passing 
the Wherry law. 

While the original Wherry housing law was being considered by the House 
Committee on Banking and Currency the military, speaking through their 
authorized representatives, said: 

The Air Force: “I would vote very strongly in favor of this bill, sir.” (4) 

The Army: “Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the Department of the Army is 
vitally interested in H. R. 4491 and strongly recommends that your committee 
consider it favorably.” (5) 

The Navy: “While legislation of this type will not, in itself, serve us an 
answer to all of the Navy’s housing problems, it will greatly alleviate our criti- 
eal situation.” (6) 

3. Congress, in response to the insistence of the military, passed the Wherry 
Housing Act. (7) 

4. The law provided that Wherry houses could not be built at a military instal- 
lation unless the Secretary of Defense shall have certified “that the housing 

* * * is necessary to provide adequate housing for such personnel, that such 
installation is deemed to be a permanent part of the Military Establishment, and 
that there is no present intention to substantially curtail activities at such 
installation.” (8) 

One of the branches of the military, through their official spokesman, stated 
to a congressional committee: “I believe the bases we will select and certify as 
being a good risk will, in general, be those establishments which can be con- 
sidered permanent as far as we can foresee, at least for the number of years 
which would be necessary to amortize the investment. We realize we cannot 
ask for this housing in some of our isolated stations which might be closed up 
in a few years. We would have to be careful in selecting those areas in which 
we can interest private contractors in building this type of housing.” (9) 

5. The military approved the plans for each project, before construction could 
be started. 

6. The military invited, insisted, and begged private enterprise to build the 
houses. In some instances working with chambers of commerce the military 
sought out successful builders of mass residential housing, informed them of 
the program and begged them as a patriotic duty to construct projects for them. 
Some commanding officers made direct and personal contact with builders and 
urged them to construct projects at their bases. 

7. The military leased Government-owned land to the project owners for 50 or 
75 years for a nominal annual rental. The act authorized the Secretary of the 
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various military departments to lease its real estate “upon such terms and con- 
ditions as in his opinion will serve the national interest. * * *” (10) 

8. A cross section of private enterprise built 275 projects consisting of 82,000 
units under this law. (11) 

9. The houses were built in strict compliance with the law, according to ap- 
proved plans and specifications, and were subjected at all times to rigid “onsite” 
inspection of materials and workmanship by qualified governmental personnel. 

10. Each project owner had a substantial investment in time, money and effort 
before reaching the point where he could qualify and would be permitted to 
construct the project. 

11. After qualifying the owner had to provide interim financing and in many 
instances had to risk his entire assets to secure necessary credit. 

12. Each project owner signed promissory notes for the full mortgage 
amounts, with 32-year-8-months payouts. 

13. The Government of the United States has insured 100 percent of these 
mortgages, in a total amount of approximately $650 million. (12) 

14. The projects were planned on a 97 percent occupancy factor. Although 
most projects have maintained their occupancy at near or in excess of the 97 
percent factor, from time to time there occurs vacancy difficulties. 

15. The military are now building newer, larger, and more luxurious houses 
and are to order tenants out ef the Wherry projects into the newer houses. (13), 

16. In view of the above situation the last session of Congress passed Public 
Law 1020 which contains a provision making it mandatory for the military to 
acquire Wherry before they can build competing Capehart houses. (14) 

17. The military have recently gone on record as wanting the mandatory pro- 
vision of Public Law 1020 repealed. Mr. McNeil, Assistant Secretary of Defense 
recently while testifying before the House Committee on Department of Defense 
appropriations said: “I checked with Mr. Wilson at noon today on the overall 
subject just to be sure I was brought up to date if there had been any changes. 
He feels, as I expressed yesterday, that the mandatory requirements of Wherry 
are not in the best interests of the Government and that if possible that legisla- 
tion should be repealed. He believes that we should take steps to get that 
legislation, requiring the mandatory acquisition of Wherry, repealed if possible.” 
(15) 

The only conclusion we can reach in view of this attitude is that the military 
do not want to acquire Wherry, irrespective of the clear mandates of Congress. 
Our belief is further fortified by the fact that they had permissive acquisition 
authority before Public Law 1020 was passed, and acquired no projects. They 
have had permissive and mandatory authority for approximately 1 year now 
and have closed no acquisitions. 

18. We cannot understand why the military take this attitude. Certainly they 
do not have a premeditated desire to force the projects into default and the 
owners into bankruptcy. In our opinion, this would certainly be the end result, 
were it not for the protection we feel confident we could and would receive 
from the courts, if this should happen. We do not want long, expensive, and 
vexatious litigation. The military should not want it. We take the position 
that the Wherry law and the documents, certificates, commitments, ete., issued 
by different governmental departments whieh induced these owners to build 
these houses and bind themselves on promissory notes for 32 plus years con- 
stitute a contract to the effect that they are entitled to draw their tenants from 
a certain reservoir, and that any time the Government by building other compet- 
ing houses either directly or indirectly withdraws their prospective tenants from 
that reservoir to their damage they have breached the contract and in effect 
have taken property without “due process of law” and have thereby taken private 
property for a public use without paying just compensation therefor, against 
the clear pronouncements of the Constitution of the United States. My clients 
are private industry. They must protect themselves by all honorable means. 

19. Are we justified in feeling this alarm? Let’s take one concrete example 
at Dugway, Utah: A few years ago the military applied for funds to build 60 
appropriated funds houses because some of their personnel were commuting 
in excess of 100 miles a day. Congress approved 30 of these homes and they 
were recently completed. Immediately families moved out of the Wherry 
project into the new houses and the people continued to commute. Now the 
Wherry project has vacancies in such substantial numbers that it is showing a 
sizable deficit each month. 

I attach hereto an exhibit which shows Capehart approvals as of June 18, 
1957; it also shows the number of Wherry units at those installations and the 
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percentage of occupancy in the Wherry project. (15a) Can it be seriously 
contended that to build 30,731 larger, newer and more luxurious houses in com- 
petition to the 34.129 units which are there now, will not seriously affect the 
occupancy of the Wherry projects? We think not. The Wherry owner is en- 
titled to expect full occupancy, his project was set up on the basis of 97 percent 
occupancy. Experience has shown that the breaking point is somewhere be- 
tween 93 and 95 percent. 

20. Congress has determined that it is in the best Government interest to 
acquire Wherry, otherwise the permissive acquisition law would not have been 
passed, otherwise the mandatory provision would not have been placed in 
Publie Law 1020. As recent as June 26, 1957, your counterpart on the House 
side reported that the expensiveness of the program was such that it demanded 
immediate action ; it stated: 

“However, it believes that all of these problems should have been faced and 
solved by this time and it expects aggressive action by the three military 
departments to acquire Wherry housing projects as is possible and to do so as 
quickly as it can be done.” (16) 

21. There is much strife between Wherry project owners and the military 
departments. The two are incompatible. Maybe they never should have been 
joined in wedlock in the first place. Inherently they each try to go in opposite 
directions at the same time, and take the other with them. They have dia- 
metrically opposite personalities. 

Private industry’s primary object for existence is “profit,’’ profit is its life- 
blood, without profit it soon perishes. One of the surest ways to safeguard the 
profit in most instances is to have a scarcity of the commodity. The minute 
they have too many of anything they are in trouble. 

On the other hand, the military’s primary object for existence is to win wars. 
I congratulate them on their success to date and may they enjoy greater suc- 
cess in the future. They are not interested in making a profit; profit in their 
field is nonexistent. The best way to lose a war is to have a scarcity of any 
essential. The surest way to win a war is to have too much of everything. 
It is this basic difference between the military and private enterprise which, in 
my judgment, causes 98 percent of the strife. They are just plain incompati- 
ble and neither of them can help it. 

There are many concrete examples of this incompatibility ; let me give vou a 
typical one: 

I know of one project owner who has a sizable number of Wherry units at a 
major installation. Due to climate, locale, the attractiveness of his project, ete., 
with extensive advertising he has maintained a sizable “waiting list” of wives 
and children of military personnel who are overseas. A few months ago mili- 
tary activities caused many vacancies in his project. The commanding officer 
wanted these vacancies held several weeks until a certain military group would 
arrive. The project owner refused unless the military would reimburse him 
for the rent. This could not be done so the project was filled from the waiting 
list. The commanding officer was upset. This situation can be multiplied 
hundreds of times. I blame neither. Each was correct in his field. Private 
enterprise and the military are incompatible in the military housing field. 

The only solution is to divorce the two. 

22. What are the military’s chief complaints about Wherry? We think they 
are as follows: 

(a) They are not large enough.—We feel that the majority of these projects 
will satisfy any reasonable criteria as for size. If there are those which will 
not, we cannot refrain from saying: Why did you approve the plans and insist 
that they be built but a few short years ago? Why did you lease your land for 
50 or 75 years for them to be built thereon? Why did you permit substantial 
investments to be made which will require 32-plus years to be liquidated? But, 
be this as it may, the law as now in effect gives the military, after acquisition, 
the authority to bring units to “quarters” standards in those instances where 
they are not already so. 

(b) They are not operated properly.—lIf this be so, why haven’t the military 
registered official complaint with FHA. FHA has complete control over these 
projects to correct any evil. There is a commanding officer at each base. 
In the absence of these official complaints we conclude that a project is oper- 
ated properly. 

(c) They are not maintained properly.—The mortgagee who has the largest 
financial investment of anyone makes an annual inspection and sends a copy 
of his report to FHA. FHA makes an independent annual inspection. From 
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these two sources FHA calls any maintenance reglect to the project owner’s 
attention and requests its correction. If he refuses, FHA has the machinery 
with which to take over the entire operation and correct any evil. 

Again, we say, Why haven’t there been official complaints registered with 
FHA by the military about the maintenance, if it is not up to standard? They 
have commanding officers at each base. 

Be that as it may, if they are not operated or maintained properly, the best 
way to secure proper operation and maintenance is for the military to acquire 
and operate and maintain them as they choose. 

23. What is the answer? We think the only sensible answer is that the Goy- 
ernment should acquire all Wherry within the continental United States. 

24. What would acquisition accomplish? 

(a) It would be a substantial saving to the United States. (17) 

(b) The military could operate all of their housing facilities without the 
continual “hassle” with private enterprise. 

(c) If the military can operate as efficiently as private enterprise does, they 
can cut between $400 and $500 per year per unit off existing operation cost, 
because there are many substantial expenses that Government ownership and 
operation will automatically eliminate. 

(d) If there are projects which are not maintained and operated properly, 
then this could certainly be corrected to the military’s satisfaction if the proj- 
ectS were acquired by them. 

(e) If there are projects which are substandard, existing law (18) authorizes 
the military to bring them to standard. 

25. How can aequisition be paid for? 

The existing law (18) provides for payment of equities out of a revolving 
fund. With efficient management, they will liquidate themselves. 

26. To rush acquisition will not demand expenditure of too much money at 
one time. 

The existing law (18) provides for a 5-year pay-out plan which gives the 
ex-project owner 4-percent interest on the acquisition amount until paid. 

27. How can acquisition be accomplished? 

The existing law (18) provides for a formula price based on the Commis- 
sioner’s estimate of the replacement cost at the time of final endersement of the 
mortgage, less an appropriate amount for physical depreeiation.. If the parties 
cannot agree on a price under this formula, then the military are to resort to 
‘condemnation. ‘The Wherry owners feel that, since the formula ties price to 
the time of final endorsement of the mortgage, which was several years ago, 
und since building costs have increased in excess of 15 percent since that 
time, (19) it, therefore, has a built-in penalty. They don’t understand why 
they are forced to sell in 1957 or 1958 on the market as it was in 1952 or 1953. 
However, everyone has a hesitancy about going to court. It is, my firm con- 
viction that, if the deduction for depreciation is handled fairly by the military, 
which I am sure it will be, SO percent of the owners will sell under the formula 
price. It is impossible to write a law which would accomplish acquisition of 
this much property scattered in 176 different locations in 36 States without some 
situations having to go to the Justice Department for court action. 

28. How will acquisition fare under condemnation? 

I believe that Corps of Engineers records and Justice Department records 
will reveal that, in practically all cases where the Government acquires property 
from large numbers of owners, in excess of 85 percent of it is acquired in 
condemnation by negotiation at or near the Government’s appraisal. It has 
been my experience over a period of 20 years in condemnation that, in practi- 
cally all cases which finally get to a trial, there has been a serious mistake 
made in appraisal due to unusual circumstances, etc. The fact that appraisers 
are employed by the Corps of Engineers or the Justice Department does not 
exempt them from error. Likewise, there will be some mistakes made on the 
high side, but these never get to court because the owner settles these at the 
first opportunity. 

After all is said and done, where the parties cannot agree, condemnation 
is not just the best answer, it is the only answer. This is the way private 
property has been acquired for public use for over 100 years. The law was 
materially improved, from the Government’s standpoint, with the passage of 
rule 71A (Rules of Federal Procedure) which went into effect in the summer of 
1951 or 1952. The Justice Department is skilled in the workings of this law. 
The Federal courts have no interest other than to see that both sides get a fair 
hearing, which they do in 9 cases out of 10. 
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29. What about construction profits in Wherry projects? 

In my opinion, there has never been a question in connection with Govern- 
ment operations about which there has been so much misinformation, misunder- 
standing, as many adamant opinions formed without thorough knowledge of 
facts as on this particular point. I personally have the same attitude on this 
as I do on all other Wherry questions. I think the facts should be brought 
out. I know of no Wherry project owner who has anything to be ashamed of on 
this score. There are 281 projects; they are a cross section of American free 
enterprise. It is possible in this group that there are persons who have done 
things which they shouldn’t; if there are, I know of no such situation. But the 
project owners as a group, in my judgment, are a decent, hard-working group 
of respectable citizens and businessmen, who try at all times to play the game 
according to the rules. Let’s see what those rules are. Let’s get the facts. 
If these aren’t the facts, I would appreciate knowing wherein they are in error. 

(1) In the first place, let’s understand that when you speak of “construction 
profit” or “windfall profit” you are speaking of less than one-half of the 
Wherry owners. (20) j 

(2) Let’s understand, further, that the profit that most of them received was 
less than the builder’s fees which they were entitled to collect, but waived so as 
to lessen their burden of interim financing. 

(3) But, be that as it may, let’s see what the facts are with reference to the 
“profit,” if any. 

The plan of operation in Wherry construction, reduced to its simplest terms, 
was this: 

The FHA established an overall figure at which a project should be built 
for of the size, plans, specifications, etc., in the particular locality where the 
project was to be built, according to typical material and labor cost in that lo- 
cality. It was the understanding of every project owner (21) at the time 
he undertook his obligation that the Government would guarantee the mortgage 
in the amount of 90 percent of this estimated cost figure; in fact, he held a 
written commitment to that effect. 

It was, further, the understanding of every project owner that, if he could 
build his project, according to plans and specifications under strict Government 
supervision and on-site inspection, for less than the commitment figure, the 
difference would be his. On the other hand, whatever it took over and above 
the commitment figure the owner had to produce. (22) This feature of the 
law was explained to Congress by an official of HHFA when they were holding 
hearings on the original bill before it was initially passed. (23) 

Senator Wherry, during the consideration of the original law, said: 

“There are three requisites that must be provided in this legislation if it is 
to be successful: The program must be attractive to the builder, or else you 
will get no construction; it must be attractive to the mortgage banker who 
supplies the money; the project must be made attractive to the Federal Housing 
Authority to enable it to set rental prices within the reach of families in the 
lower income brackets as well as in the higher brackets. You have to meet 
these three requisites.” (24) 

This fact is unmistakably proven when we realize that when Congress changed 
the law so as to eliminate the possibility of a construction profit the program 
slowed down to a snail’s pace. (25) And the further fact that the Capehart 
housing program could not get out of the books until the law was changed so as 
to allow the builder to make a profit. It’s as simple as this: Private enterprise 
is not going to build anything unless they think they see a profit. Isn’t this the 
foundation of our America? 

Under this setup, with this understanding, the project owners undertook their 
obligations. They entered this new field at the invitation of the United States, 
through its Congress, its Housing Authority and its Military Pstablishment; 
they entered in good faith, subject at all times to the laws of the land which, 
during their long careers, they have always respected. They thought they saw 
a “construction profit”; if they were mistaken on this, then they had a second 
chance on a long pull. They were lauded as heroes when they plunged in and 
took this gamble. Many of them had successful experiences in mass residential 
construction ; many had grown up in the building trades, following in the foot- 
steps of their father; many had extensive experience in heavy construction ; many 
had direct connection with material sources, either through ownership or long- 
established purchasing practices in large quantities; some of them ventured in 
from other related fields. They had one thing in common: They were well 
enough established, had sufficient credit, and had organizations which convinced 
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their bankers they could perform; otherwise they could not have furnished 
interim financing. This cross section of the American free-enterprise system 
undertook their obligation and started to perform. Some of them were lucky; 
some were not. Playing under the rules, some made money on the construction ; 
most of them did not. Some made no profit, or sustained losses, on the first 
project, and then built another and had a profit. I personally think FHA did a 
bangup job in protecting the public’s interest, myself. The project owners who 
did not make a profit think they did too good a job. This was the chance they 
took. They can understand their losses; they knew this was possible. But 
they can never understand why so many people, who are supposed to be in- 
formed, in private and by indirection, seek to discredit them. 

We hear some talk about formulas to recapture windfall—do you ever hear 
any talk about a formula to pay off a loss-fall. If now after the projects are 
built we are going back and change the rules and make them retroactive let’s 
change them all the way. If we are going to take the profit away from those 
who made it let’s reimburse those who sustained a loss. 

Whether you agree with me or not on the profit setup, certainly this cannot 
be disputed. The promissory notes that all project owners signed covered the 
construction profit, if any. Now if the Government acquires these projects by 
determining their value and then subtracts the unpaid balance due on the 
mortgage the profit has been repaid. The answer again is acquisition. 

30. What is the attitude of the Wherry project owner with reference to Govy- 
ernment acquisition ? 

At the last meeting of the board of directors with a quorum present and voting 
a resolution was unanimously passed favoring the compulsory acquisition by the 
United States of all Wherry housing projects within the continental United 
States by due process of law. 

31. Why do the Wherry owners want to sell? 

They first became alarmed when they realized the Department of Defense 
were approving the construction of newer, larger and more luxurious-type houses 
in competition with them. Most owners feel that the military need additional 
housing. They don’t want to be crushed in the process. 

They further realize that they and the military are so incompatible in this 
field, that the only solution is for them to get out. 


Exurpit A 
AUTHORITIES 


(1) While appearing as a witness before the Committee on Banking and 
Currency-House of Representatives on ‘Military rental housing’—SI1st Congress, 
1st session (H. R. 4491—the original Wherry law) page 6. 

(2) Same as (1) above, page 17. 

(3) Same as (1) above, page 18. 

(4) Same as (1) above, page 8. 

(5) Same as (1) above, page 17. 

(6) Same as (1) above, page 13. 

(7) Public Law 211—SI1st Congress 1st session, chapter 408 S. 1184 approved 
August 8, 1949. 

(8) Section 803 (b) (2) of Public Law 211. 

(9) Same as (1) above, page 14. 

(10) Section 805 of Public Law 211. 

(11) Review of military housing programs—report of the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency—United States Senate—report No. 231—S85th Congress, Ist 
session page 13. 

(12) Same as (11) above. 

(13) Capehart Housing. 

(14) Public Law 1020—84th Congress—chapter 1029—2d session (H. R. 11742) 
(all 70 Stat. 1091) section 404 (b) page 21. 

(15) 1957 hearings before the House of Representatives—Appropriations Com- 
mittee on Department of Defense appropriations page 2020. 

(15a) Taken from last complete list available in Wherry office. 

(16) Report No. 638—House of Representatives—S5th Congress—ist session 
to accompany H. R. 8240—Committee on Armed Services—June 26, 19457 page 
31, 32: 

(17) Same as (16) above. 

(18) Same as (14) above. 
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(19) United States Department of Commerce: 
Survey of Current Business May 1956—page 5-8. 
Survey of Current Business April 1957—page 5-8. 
Business Statistics—1955—biennial edition—page 38, 209, and 210. 
(20) Although these statistics are not available from any source of which 
I am acquainted, I have asked many informed people their best judgment, and 
have been told that less than one-half received any construction profit. Of my 
close acquaintances among the project owners fewer made profits than didn’t. 
(21) I am told by numerous project owners, who made no profit, that this 


_was their understanding or they never would have gone into it. 


(22) Since the limit under the law was an average of $9,000 which meant 
that a mortgage could be insured on not to exceed 90 percent (or $8,100.) and 
since the military were making every effort to get as much house for the money 
as possible, practically every commitment was issued for right up to the maxi- 
mum limit, thereby giving no opportunity for it to be raised if prices advanced, 
or other contingencies arose. 

(23) A. Hearings before the Committee on Banking and Currency, House of 
Representatives on Military Rental Housing—SIst Congress, Ist session on 
H. R. 4491 (superseded by S. 1184) May 20 and June 6, 1949, page 36. 

B. Also report No. 231---Senate—S5th Congress, 1st session—review of military 
heusing programs—Committee on Banking and Currency—April 12, 1957, page 11. 

(24) Same as (23B) above, page 11. 

(25) Same as (23B) above, page 15. 


Exuisir B 


The time element makes it impossible to assemble this data at this time. 
However, a quick check of Senate report No. 231—review of military housing 
program—S5th Congress, 1st session—April 12, 1957, page 15 showing Wherry 
projects less than 95 percent occupied when compared with the list of Capehart 
approvals as of June 18, 1957 discloses the following: 





| | 

Installation |Wherry units;Wherry units) Percentage Capehart 

vacant | occupied | approvals 
Key West Naval Base, Key West, Fla___- _| 1,000 | 67 | 93.3 | 490 
Robbins Air Force Base, Ga---_--_-- | 500 41 | 91.8 273 
Fort Knox, Ky_.......- bey 1,700 | 189 | 88.8 | 2, 042 
Fort George G. Meade, Md._._-..--___- 786 | 63 92.0 1, 000 
Nellis Air Force Base, Nev. ree 800 59 93.0 | 200 
Fort Bragg, N.C... al 2, 000 | 117 | 94.1 2, 000 
OceanajNaval Air Station, Va_..........-_----- 554 | 76 86. 2 150 





Mr. Boyp. We take this attitude, Senator, that we were a private 
industry, a cross section of private American enterprise. 

We were invited into this field a few short years ago. 

Senator STennts. Yes. 

Mr. Boyp. We have constructed 82,000 of these houses. The mili- 
tary signed the leases on their real estate for 50 or 75 years. 

We felt that we have some very definite property rights. We 
became alarmed when we realized that the military were planning 
and beginning to build larger and more expensive and more luxurious 
type of houses in competition with us. 

ioates STENNIs. Yes. 

Mr. Boyp. Our projects were set up on an occupancy factor of 97 
percent. Experience has shown that the breaking point is somewhere 
between 93 and 95 percent. 

We know of concrete examples where new housing construction 
has materially affected the projects. One of the best examples of 
that is Dugway, Utah. 

A few years ago the military applied for 60 appropriated-fund 
houses. They were granted 30. The purchase of that was to prevent 
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people from commuting in excess of 100 miles a day. Those 30 
houses have now been completed. The people continue to commute. 

The Wherry project has serious vacancies. They are sustaining 
a monthly loss and Capehart, I understand, has been programed for 
that installation. 

We think that the only solution to the question is the acquisition 
of the Wherry projects. We feel that the formula in Public Law 
1020, since it places price on the estimate of replacement value at the 
time of the final endorsement of the mortgage, which was several 
years ago—and the costs have risen materially since then, that that is a 
penalty and we feel like they should be acquired on today’s market, 
and not 5 years ago. 

Senator Case. Why do you say that? 

Mr. Boyp. Because the increase in building cost is in excess of 15 
percent. 

Senator Casr. But you did not build them on today’s cost. 

Mr. Boyp. Sir? 

Senator Casr. You did not build them on today’s cost. 

Mr. Boyp. No, sir; but we think our property rights were vested 
at the time we qualified and complied with the statute then in effect. 

Senator Casg. Suppose you carry your Wherry units through, does 
the Government finally acquire them? 

Mr. Boyp. In some instances they do, and in other instances the 
owner has the right to remove the house at the end of the lease, or at 
the end of the mortgage. 

Senator Casg. In either case, or at least in those cases where the 
Government would acquire them, you would not have the benefit of the 
change in construction cost during the period, would you? 

Mr. Boyp. I think on acquisition it would be the fair cash market 
value of the property, regardless of what that was, whether it is a 
leasehold, or whether there is title to the physical property itself 
as of the time of acquisition. 

Senator Case. Well, I do not mind saying, Mr. Chairman, that what 
bothers me about this is the possibility of a second windfall. I think 
it was bad enough to have the windfall in many Wherry-sponsored 
projects, in the first place; and now we see that the Government has to 
acquire them and give the Wherry sponsor the benefit of any increase 
in building costs, which he did not sustain, and this amounts to a sec- 
ond windfall. 

Senator Srennis. Excuse me just a second. Let us take a little 
inventory of our time here. 

The military appropriations bill is coming up on the floor, and I 
think I would like to go over there—in fact, I need, to. 

Let me say this: You gentlemen have given us a very valuable report 
here, and I am sure that we are going to find it worth something. 

Now, do you have any particular questions that you want to ask, 
Mr. Clerk? 

Mr. BeLrev. I do have some questions. 

Senator Case. Off the recond. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Srennis. We are not cutting you off, understand that; we 
are just taking a little inventory of our time. 
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Senator Case, if you could stay here and ask such questions as you 
have, after Mr. Boyd finishes, and these others, I would appreciate it 
if you could. 

enator Casr. I will continue. 

Senator Stennis. And if there are any other points that any of you 
gentlemen want to make at the roundtable here about this report, or 
any other phase of the subject matter, you may. I think the report 
gives us a pretty good picture. We do want to study it a little further. 

Now, Senator, if you will just take charge of the hearing—and I 
will read your statement, too, Mr. Boyd. 

Mr. Boyp. Thank you, sir. a 

Senator Stennis. And we will ask the clerk to study it, too, and we 
will discuss it with Senator Case. I want to thank you for myself 
and for the committee for coming. 

Mr. Boyp. Thank you. 

Senator Casr (presiding). All right; you may proceed, Mr. Boyd. 

Mr. Boyp. Senator, with reference to the construction profits, I 
think there has been considerable misunderstanding in regard to 
that proposition. 

In the first place, more than half of the project owners, accord- 
ing to my best information, did not receive construction profits. 
Many of them had sustained considerable hardship and loss. 

Senator Case. If that was true, would that not be taken into con- 
sideration in the determination of the original cost under the 
formula ? 

Mr. Boyp. If the Government, in acquisition, under the law of 
eminent domain—if they go through the process of determining fair 
cash market value, you will probably see that they will start their 
thinking at the estimate of replacement cost—in those hardship 
cases that is a lesser figure than the actual cost. 

Senator Casr. Well, but before you go into condemnation under the 
formula, would not a fair determination be made? 

Mr. Boyp. I think under the formula, although, as I said, the proj- 
ect owners feel that it does penalize—they have a hesitancy to go to 
court. I think if the deduction for fixed depreciation is handled 
fairly, which I am sure it will be, that 80 percent of these projects 
will be acquired under the formula at the formula prices. 

Now, of the owners who received construction profits, which is less 
than half of them, it is my opinion that the construction profits were 
less than the builders’ fee that they were entitled to collect, but they 
waived it in order to lighten the burden of the interim financing. 

Senator Casr. Well, now, that is a moot question, as far as this com- 
mittee is concerned. 

Mr. Boyp. Yes, sir; but we take the position, Senator, that this is a 
cross section of private enterprise, that the rules were made, that we 
were invited into this field and begged to come into this field. 

The project owners tried to comply with the rules that were set up. 

In its simplest terms, this is the proposition that the Government 
made the project owners. 

FHA, at the same location where the installation was going to be 
built, established their estimate of what the cost should be under the 
local and prevailing labor and materiel conditions. After establish- 
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ing that figure, they issued a Government commitment to insure 90 
percent of that amount. { 

The owners, in my judgment, without exception, undertook their 
obligation under the belief that the rules were—and they still think 
the rules are—that if they could perform, if they could build under 
strict Government supervision, onsite inspection according to plans 
and specifications, that if they could build for less than that commit- 
ment, they were entitled to the difference, and if it cost more, then 
they had to produce it, regardless of how much. 

Senator é ase. I think that it begs the question, that you do in 2 
or 3 points when you say “under strict Government supervision on 
the site.” , 

My observation was that the supervision was not strict—that it was 
very inadequate and that the builders in many instances were getting 
change orders, which were greatly to their benefit, and modified the 
standards of quarters that were promised. 

Mr. Boyp. Well, I am not qualified to say. 

Senator Cass. I personally inspected some projects, and I was told 
by the military commander of the station in charge that he was out 
there frequently, every day, and he did not see an FHA inspector 
on the job more than twice a week, and frequently then it was very 
superficial. 

So, for you to make the suggestion that they were built under strict 
Government inspection I think is beside the point, and the answer 
to it would have to depend on the particular project. I think you 
would have to take the project to determine the actual value. 

Mr. Boyp. If they were not built properly, some of them were 
certainly 

Colonel Sympot. May I make a statement for the Army? 

Mr. Boyd mentioned the Government problem. 

Yes, we do have a problem. The way we are attempting to re- 
solve that—the basic problem, Mr. Chairman, I believe the largest 
house is less than 900 square feet, and the size of those houses is a 
primary factor why we cannot get more people to move into them. 
The rent and the utilities are quite high for those small units. 

Actually, we have a waiting list to move into the Wherry, but it 
just seems like either the cost or the size of the house does not satisfy 
the family that wants to move in. 

And I know that we have difficulty, especially now in heating 
those houses, where the tenants are—the sand can blow through, in 
some instances, the side of the wall—and it is not a good situation. 
We are trying to resolve it and we think the type of construction has 
something to do with the problem. 

Mr. BeLaev. Who approved the standards under which they were 
constructed ? 

Colonel Sympon. I do not know for sure, Colonel BeLieu. In 
some instances the Army did, and in other instances it did not, in 
the Wherry program. 

Mr. BrLirev. The reason I asked the question is because 5 years 
ago I was in the Army, and at that time Wherry was the main hous- 
ing program, like Capehart is today, and it was my understanding 
at that time that these plans were approved somewhere within the 
Department. 
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Colonel Symeot. Yes, sir. I believe they were, based on the funds 
available. 

Senator Cass. I think they were, but it seemed to be almost com- 
mon practice for the builders to seek change orders which would 
let them modify the standards which were originally agreed upon. 

Colonel Sympou. We did not inspect the construction in the Army. 

Senator Cass. I think the inspection was supposed to rest with the 
FHA and from my observation it was a very inadequate, irregular, 
and incompetent inspection in many instances. 

I do not know what rule is being followed with regard to Cape- 
hart. Does anyone have anything to say on that ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. In the Army we are responsible for 
the design of our own houses, and we will inspect them—the Corps 
of Engineers will inspect those appropriated fund houses. 

Senator Case. They are doing that? 

Colonel Symon. Yes. 

Senator Cas. Does that apply to the Air Force? 

General Gi. Yes, sir. 

Senator Case. And that is different than under Wherry? 

General Gi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Boyp. Senator, in those cases you mentioned, where inspection 
was not as rigid as it should be, won’t the Department of Justice, 
under condemnation, correct that situation, because the project not 
constructed properly certainly would not have the fair cash market 
value today as if it were. 

Senator Case. Of course, it would not have as much market value 
today as it should; but if the Government is under the requirement 
of having to buy something which is substandard, it seems to me that 
that is a denial of the basic assumption of eminent domain—the 
requirement that the Governmen buy something less than it requires 
to meet its needs is not a fair application of the principle of eminent 
domain, in my judgment. 

I am not a lawyer, and I am not looking at the legal end, but 
looking at it as a layman; I do not think the Government ought to 
be put in that position. 

I think there ought to be a way in which the interest of the holder 
of the Wherry housing can be fairly compensated, if he does not want 
to hang onto his property, without putting a shotgun at the head 
of the Government. 

Mr. Boyp. And I certainly agree with that principle. 

Mr. Arrrneton. May I make a general comment ? 

Senator Casr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arrrneton. It is true an interpretation of “need” was given by 
the military department for Wherry projects, but it was a general 
certification, it simply stated that the installation was permanent and 
there was no present intention to curtail its force level. 

Senator Case. It required a certificate of permanent installation ? 

Mr. Arrtnoaton. Yes, but it still left the sponsor with the business 
risk of what eventually might happen in that installation, and also 
how well he would do as a private operator who must deal with 
tenants. 

Senator Casr. I think that is true; but still the Government would 
not have to go into competition 
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Mr. Arrtneton. I agree that the Wherry sponsor has a legitimate 
concern, where we build a sizable amount of new construction under 
the Capehart program, but those particular projects are not really 
the ones hurt from occupancy prospects. 

It is not mandatory, but provides—I have here and will supply for 
the record a list of Capehart construction where it shows the Wherry 
occupancy, the percentage in each case of occupancy of the Wherrys, 
and you will notice they are very high, and there are footnotes which 
explain generally temporary drops in Wherry occupancies. 

For instance, we have one at Fort McClellan, which is a student 
problem—but that will come up again. 

Senator Srennis. We will place that in the record. 

(Table referred to follows:) 








Number of Number | Current?! | 
Location Capehart | Date of con- | of Wherry | Wherry | Estimated final 
units under} tract award units | occupancy | completion date 
| contract 
een | — —_— | $$$] —__—_ _____ 
| | Percent 
Fort McClellan, Ala., No. 1 100 | Feb. 28, 1957 140 281.0 | March 1958. 
Redstone Arsenal, Ala., Nos. 1 | 270 | Sept. 14, 1956 120 100.0 | September 1957. 
and 2. 
Fort Huachuea, Ariz- | 575 | Jan. 23, 1957 500 100.0 | August 1958. 
Fort Ord, Calif., No. 1 189 | Feb. 7, 1957 1, 000 107.0 | February 1958. 
Eglin-Hurlburt Air Foree Base, | 500 | July 26, 1956 750 | 97.7 | August 1957. 
Fla, | | 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Fla 420 | Mar, 21, 1957 | 150 | 100.0 | June 1958. 
Fort Benning, Ga 1,000 | Jan. 29, 1957 | 800 100.0 | January 1959. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans., No.1 100 | Mar. 25, 1957 | 226 100.0 | November 1957. 
Fort Knox, Ky 2,042 | Mar. 18, 1957 | 1, 700 190.0 | February 1959. 
Fort Monmouth, N. J., No. 1_- 120 | Apr. 1, 1957 | 600 | 98.0 | April 1958. 
Fort Bragg, N. C., No. 1__---- 284 | June 20, 1956 |) 2. 000 | 94.0 {Detober 1958. 
Fort Bragg, N. C., No. 2 1,216 | Dee. 19,1956 |f ? “ 1) December 1958. 
Sowart Air Force Base, Tenn-.- 87 | Feb. 13, 1957 | 600 | 190.0 | December 1957. 
9 ’ 
Fort Eustis, Va-.._- i) 600 | Oct. 24, 1956 . saa) oe |} April 1958. 
Fort Lee, Va., No. 1. 500 | Sept. 27, 1946 300 | 100. 0 Do. 
Fort Story, Va_- 150 | Feb. 20,1957 | 4554 | 81.0 March 1958. 





1 Wherry occupancy as ofa given date. Due to turnover of occupants some projects which are in demand 
and have a waiting list show less than 100 percent occupancy. 

2 Low occupancy rate at Fort MeClellan is due to loss of ad vanced class at chemical school which recently 
graduated and to the gyroscope operation. Army states this project will be back up to 100 percent in the 
near future. 

3 Due to the fact that Fort Eustis is 3 miles from the Skiffes Creek Annex (naval mine depot) at Yorktown, 
not only the 412 Wherry units at Fort Eustis but the 130 Wherry units at the naval annex must he aequired. 

‘ Due to the proximity of Fort Story to Naval Air Station, Oceans, it is necessary under the “at or near’’ 
provisions of Public Law 1020 according to an administrative decision of this office, to acquire the 554 
Wherry units at Oceana. Occupancy in this project has been unsatisfactory due to competition of off- 
season rentals of cottages and apartments in the Virginia Beach area. 


Mr. Boyp. I would like to call attention to exhibit B in my state- 
ment. This information was taken out of Senate report 231, and 
that table shows the Wherry units, the Wherry vacancies, and Cape- 
hart approvals, and also the percentage of occupancies at those instal- 
lations. The occupancy in several of those is already below the break- 
ing point. 

__ sae Cass. That will be made a part of the record in con- 
nection with your statement. 

The representatives of the Army, the Air Force and the Navy have 
been present, and have heard Mr. Boyd’s statement. Do any of you 
have any comments? If so, we will be glad to have them in the 
record at this point. 

(No response. ) 

Senator Case. If there is no other comment; is there anything 
further in your statement, Mr. Boyd ? 
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Mr. Boyp. I would welcome, after the hearing is over, then, to 
receive any questions or requests that the military might have in re- 
gard to this problem. It is complex, and we want to get the facts 


out. 
Senator Casz. It is a complex problem, and I think it is one that 


varies from station to station, or at least different aspects of it ap- 


pear in one station as against another. 
If there is nothing further on this from you, Mr. Boyd, we thank 


you for your presentation. 
Mr. Boyp. Thank you. ; 
(The letter printed below was subsequently received and is hereby 


made a part of the record) : 
McKINNEY, TEx., July 1, 1957. 


Re Supplementing testimony heard by your committee, Monday, July 1, 1957. 


Senator JoHN C. STENNIS, 
Chairman, Subcommittee on Military Construction, 
Senate Armed Service Committee, 
Senate Office Building, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: Today while I was testifying before your committee 
on the vacancies in the Wherry project at Dugway, Utah, since the completion 
of the appropriated fund houses, a gentleman speaking for the military said this 
condition was due to (1) the inadequate size, (2) the fact that the houses had 
sand in them, and (3) inadequate heating. 

After leaving the committee I got in touch with the project owner, and 
asked for an explanation. I learned these facts which I feel should go into 
the record : 

This project was designed by the Corps of the United States Army Engineers, 
the construction was let on competitive bidding on the Army’s plans and 
specifications. 

The project is located at the base, there has always been a commanding 
officer at the base from the beginning of construction until now. The owner 
has never had a complaint from the base commander. If anything more can 
be done about the shifting sands of the desert than has been done, why hasn’t 
the base commander complained to the owner and FHA officially? 

In view of these facts, we might ask the Army why they leased their land 
for 75 years and then drew a set of plans and specifications for a housing 
project with individual family units inadequate in size? Why did they specify 
an inadequate heating system? They drew the plans. They wrote the speci- 
fications. 

I think the committee might be interested in these other facts. I asked the 
owner about “change orders” during construction. He told me there were 
several : 

1. The Corps of Engineers designed the project with wooden window frames. 
It was bid on this basis, but the owner decided it would be better in the desert 
to have more expensive, aluminium window frames. He requested that he be 
permitted to change. This was granted and aluminum window frames were 
installed. 

2. The owner decided that all openings should have weatherstripping. 'The 
plans did not call for this. He requested permission to add this. Permission 
was granted and the better material was used, which allowed weatherstripping 
to be added. 

3. The plans called for linoleum covering in the kitchen—this to be placed 
on counters and drain boards. The owner didn’t feel that this was good enough 
so he requested permission to change to a much better and more expensive 
covering. Permission was granted and the better material was used. 

4. The plans did not provide for an automatic lawn-sprinkler system. The 
owner felt this was necessary to maintain grass. He requested permission 
to provide and install this. It was granted and the system was installed. 

The owner made the above improvements at an expenditure of $100,000 to 
himself. The original mortgage commitment was not increased one penny. 

Senator, the owner or the military—one is in serious error. I feel sure your 
committee would like to know the facts. I am mailing a copy of this letter to 
Mr. John H. Arrington, Chief, Family Housing Division, Office of the Assistant 
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Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations). This will give Mr. Ar- 
rington an opportunity to present any supplemental facts he desires. 

Senator, you heard Mr. Arrington make a statement to the effect that the 
military could see no reason for buying Wherry when they already had use of it. 
Is it possible that, since this is their basic thinking, they have adopted a policy 
of discrediting Wherry in every possible way? Are they trying to create dis- 
tress situations where they can take over without paying just compensation? 
The fact that they supported the House version of H. R. 9893 in the last session, 
which contained a formula ‘which, when applied to a project in Texas, would 
require the owner ‘to pay the military $51,000 if they should acquire it as of 
June 1957, certainly leads us to this conclusion. We think all of this is 
significant. 

Again, we say, we can’t understand the military attitude. The project owner 
is suffering a substantial loss each month. We don’t think he has been dealt 
with fairly. We think this is proof of the incompatibility of private enterprise 
and the military in the housing field. Private enterprise wants out. 

Thank you again. 

Very truly yours, 
RoLaNnD Boyp. 

Senator Casr. The clerk of the committee has some questions which 
Chairman Stennis asked him to ask of Mr. Arrington. 

Mr. BeLieu, will you go ahead with those ? 

Mr. BeLiev. Thank you, Senator Case. 

Mr. Arrington, in your computation of the requirements as to a 
given number of family-housing units at a typical installation, can 
you tell us, or can you furnish us for the record, just exactly how 
you compute those requirements, and what value you give to commun- 
ity support and, also, specifically, could you tell us if the number 
of units decided upon is related to the assigned troop strength? 

Mr. Arrtneton. The number of units decided upon is based on 
the long-range or permanent peacetime strength, which may not be 
the current strength. In other words, there may be a buildup. 

Mr. BeLiev. Whichever is lesser? 

Mr. Arrineron. Whichever is lesser, in effect. 

Mr. BeLirv. You make the remark in your statement that you 
plan to build to 90 percent of capacity, that is, 90 percent of capacity 
of those eligible for quarters under permanent legislation; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Arrtneron. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLrev. And you also have stated that this gives you a 10- 
percent margin. I would like to call to your attention that the 
committee has said that, in their thinking, it is somewhere between 
50 and 60 percent, as a more workable solution. Now, in the light 
of the current disarmament publicity, which seems to indicate that 
our Government is considering possible sizable reductions in our 
troop strengths, how would your margin work then ? 

Mr. Arrrnaton. Mr. BeLieu, I think we are really getting at the 
same thing from slightly different approaches. When we talk of on- 
base construction, that is, Government construction, then we get back 
to our limit of 55 percent, or, in isolated areas, possibly 75 percent, 
so that would give us 45-percent margin in the sense you are speak- 
ing of. 

Mr. BeLiev. But would that not result in vacant houses in a com- 
munity, and that might act adversely in the public relations? 

Mr. Arrtneton. That could conceivably result from a substantial 
cut in military force level, and yet, on the other hand, we must have 
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some concern as to housing these people that is based on reasonable 
expectations. 

Mr. BeLirv. Well now, realizing that it is true that some of your 
existing programs are predicated on 25-year amortization, do your 
current housing programs take into consideration the possibility of 
sizable reductions in troop strength in the near future ? 

Senator Case. If you will pardon an interruption, I have a note 
that I am needed on the floor for a quorum call. 

Mr, Clerk, you continue along with the questions here, and then 
the hearing will stand adjourned, subject to call. 

Mr. BeLarv. Thank you, Senator Case. I will repeat. Do you 
current housing programs take into consideration the possibility of 
sizable reductions in troop strength in the future, realizing, of course, 
that some of the programs are predicated on 25-year amortization ? 

Mr, Arrtneton. We feel it does, and that is one of the reasons why, 
where we have sizable projects, we are building on an incremental basis, 
figuring that by the time the first number has been completed, then 
we can not only observe the impact on the community before sche- 
duling some more, but, also, we will be further along the road and have 
had a better look at the possible strength level. 

Mr. BeLaev. Then, when you certify housing programs under the 
so-called section 419 clearance, the number of units to be constructed 
in a given location, you do not feel there will be any vacant housing 
as the result, perhaps, of possible troop-strength cuts in the next 2 or 
3 years? 

Mr. Arrrnaton. We do not. 

Mr. BeLrev. Or during the period of amortization of the mortgage? 

Mr. Arrtneton. As far as anyone could anticipate. As I mention 
in the statement, we have the balance of balancing conflicting princi- 
ples one is taking care of people, and the other is being sufficiently 
conservative as to not overbuild in the light of possible strength cuts, 
we are trying to make a balance between those two considerations. 

Mr. BeLrev. And 1,000 units runs up to quite a bit of money, and 
if a post is going to be only half-filled 5 years from now, you will not 
want to produce more than 500 units—— 

Mr. Arrtneton. That is correct, but we may build 500 now, and 
if there is not a substantial cut when that is completed, build 500 
more. 

Of course, we do feel that consideration should be given to the fact 
that in most instances the dollar value of the housing involved is rela- 
tively small, compared to the dollar value of the balance of the instal- 
lation; and yet, provision of adequate housing is so terrifically im- 
portant, the maintenance of current personnel. 

Mr. BeLirev. The Defense Department, in February of this year, 
suspended further title VIII housing contracting, and that, as I un- 
derstand, was done because of the tightness of the money market, and 
a desire to reevaluate the program. 

You now have a new program, where you are limiting the numbers 
to be contracted for at any one time? 

Mr. Arrinoton. That is correct. 

Mr. BeLrev. And you have answered as to how many units each 
service will have under contract at any one time. 

Now, each unit has a legal cost limitation, or a ceiling of $16,500. 
This results in an average unit cost, and I believe that your statement 
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said it averaged slightly in excess of $15,000, but it does not include 
certain indirect costs. 

Can you supply for the record what the overall average cost of title 
VIII housing, a typical unit, would be when you add land, power lines, 
roads and so forth, not included in the normal contract price 

Mr. Arrtneron. I think you will find that, Colonel BeLieu, it is cov- 
ered. In other words, in our table on page 8 you will see the average 
cost of the units placed under contract is $15,273 and of that, $14,680 
represents the mortgage proceeds, and $593 represents the program- 
wide average to date for any required site acquisition, or off-site im- 
provements—but the $15,273 is the total. 

Mr. BeLiev. That is the total? 

Mr. Arrincron. That is right. In other words, the figure which 
relates to the $16,500 program ceiling is not $15,273, but $14,680. 

Mr. BeLiev. All right. 

Now, what effect has the recent United States Supreme Court tax 
decision in the Offut case in Nebraska had on Wherry project rentals? 

Mr. Arrineton. Subsequent to that decision, as I understand, more 
and more States are seeking to levy taxes on Wherry projects, and in 
some instances they go as high as $30 a month for a Navy project 
up in Massachusetts, $30 per month. 

At the same time, we have new legislation in the Housing Act of 
1956, which permits us, the Department of Defense, to make a de- 
termination of certain deductions; in other words, specific legislation 
provides that taxes assessed against Wherry projects shall not be 
ereater than taxes assessed against comparable private projects in the 
area. That is the first point. 

Secondly, we may make a determination of deductions from those 
taxes of any funds spent, either by the military department, or proj- 
ects sponsored, for services rendered, by the community 

Mr. Mayer. Also, other agencies of the Government. 

Mr. Arrineton. Yes, such as Health and Welfare. 

Mr. BeLarv. What effect will that have on the rent, on the military 
personnel, how much will they directly have to pay in increased costs? 

Mr. Arrrneton. It is very difficult—as you recall, at Westover Air 
Force—by the time they finished deductions, the net proposed tax came 
down to very small scope, $2 or $3 a unit per month. 

We do find a certain reluctance on the part of various municipalities 
to accept a determination made by the military department. I think 
that is true in the case of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BeLiev. You stated that you are opposed to the current man- 
datory provisions of Public Law 1020. If that should be repealed, 
what would you do with the Wherry units ? 

Mr. Arrinoton. I believe we would proceed with our present ac- 
quisition program, within the limitation of funds expected to be 
available during fiscal year 1958. 

Mr. BeLiev. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Mr. BreLirv. I believe that finishes all the questions, and if there 
is nothing else, as Senator Case said, we adjourn. 

(Whereupon, at 12:15 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 











APPENDIXES 
APPENDIX I 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION FURNISHED ON VANCE AFB, OKLA. 
(See p. 268) 


Senator Jackson raised a question relative to additional costs which would 
be involved in accomplishing initial airfield pavement construction of a type ade- 
quate for SAC aircraft use. No simple and direct response can be made to 
this question. 

There is a basic requirement for additional yardage of pavement in runways, 
taxiways, and aprons to support a SAC mission over that required to support any 
other type of mission. Typical examples extracted from the Requirements 
Manual follow. 


1 








Fighter- | Medium- Heavy- 
bombe bomber! bomber 
wing } wing squadron 
pba mh tcc bss ned pete sikdal - |— band bass s 
Runway | 
DOOD dd wk ana si ; ... -feet..| 10, 300 12, 400 12, 400 
a ....do 150 | 200 300 
Bree. .Z.26 éé square yards 171, 666 | 275, 555 $13, 333 
Taxiway 
Width-.-. bed ._feet 75 75 75 
Lehgth._---- 7 sical cs cineca .-do 13, 300 15, 400 15, 400 
Area _ square yards__| 110, 833 | 128, 333 128, 333 
Parking apron, area. - Sais : ane | 109, 600 | 420, 000 | 317, 000 
Comparative areas of pavement a __.do 391, 499 823, 888 | 858, 666 
i 


It is readily apparent from the above tabulation that there is a wide varia 
tion in the total yardage of pavement required for the three types of units and, 
with many other factors involved, it is also apparent that to eonstruct only a 
small portion of any of these pavements would not produce a usable facility. 

If for example we take a typical airbase with an existing 8,000 feet runway 
with a proposed extension of 2,300 feet to make it usable for a fighter-bomber 
wing, we interpret the question as: “Why doesn’t the Air Force construct this 
extension as 240,000-pound pavement (which would be adequate for SAC use) 
and how much additional cost would be involved?” The difference in cost of 
the runway extension itself would again depend on many variables, but an 
order of magnitude estimate would be an increase of from $268,000 to $651,000. 
If such a field is never ultimately used for B-52 operations, the entire cost 
would be wasted. Other factors than cost, however, are even more important. 

It is equally apparent from the runway dimensions given above that to make 
a typical fighter-bomber-wing training base capable of taking the B—52 would 
require an additional extension of the runway from 10,300 feet to 12,400 feet, 
widening from 150 feet to 300 feet and strengthening to 240,000-pound pavement. 
In addition, it would be necessary to strengthen all other existing airfield pave- 
ments before the station would be even partially usable. It would be imprac- 
ticable to merely build the extension to the ranway at the B—52 strength and 
width without widening and strengthening the existing runway concurrently 
for many reasons, among which are: (1) If not constructed concurrently, it 
would be necessary to close the base twice, thereby incurring additional costs: 
(2) a runway with one section only 150 feet wide and another section 300 feet 
wide would be a definite flying hazard due to disruption of runway lighting and 
confusion to the pilots; (3) design of the drainage system, runway shoulders 
and grading of the general area would be most difficult and impracticable; (4) 
if the extension were built to the 150-foot width but to B-52 strength the con- 


774 





MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 775 


ditions in (2) and (3) above weuld not pertain, but the additional cost incurred 
at a later date to completely revise the drainage system and move the runway 
lights would be extremely uneconomical; (5) the differential in pavement thick- 
ness between the 240,000-pound extension and existing pavement would cause 
an undesirable junction problem in that provision would have to be made so 
that when the existing section is strengthened it would have a surface coinciding 
with the new extension. 

For the above reasons it is the policy of the Air Force to provide extensions 
to runways at approximately the existing strength of pavements, where the 
existing pavement is adequate for all currently known missions. When the 
programed mission of an installation requires both an extension to and 
strengthening of the existing runway, these two projects are constructed con- 
eurrently. 

Due to the above considerations, it is impossible to estimate the additional 
costs which would be incurred in providing extensions to Air Training Com- 
mand bases where no definite requirement for B—52 operations is scheduled. 
The cost of strengthening existing pavement is an individual problem for each 
base depending on existing strength, type of pavement, soil conditions, drain- 
age, dimensions, ete. In many cases it is necessary to completely replace the 
existing pavement to provide the higher strength. 

Although it would be very desirable to construct all pavements at the highest 
strength (for B-52) so that our bases could be truly multipurpose-use bases, 
the cost, in our opinion, would be prohibitive. 


Vance Air Force Base 
Runway, Paras, : CLO sire censehndt-tnpette8 a Rtg ceenne ine ae $1, 388, 000 


The unit cost of $21.25 is in error and should be $8.97. 
The total breakout of this project is as follows: 





; Number Amount 

Main item: Runway, Parallel_...- es a square yards 38, 350 | $344, 000 

Other supporting items: | 
Pavement: 

Taxiway, access ; ssa pubitace ‘ = @@ise: 4 35, 000 332, 000 

Blast pad a : NS ee ee 15, 950 63, 000 

Warmup pad... Sunes ehssays nem do | 3, 890 27, 00 

Overrun osntaassarscsceseseee veaaceeeneeete hs ste@enst 14, 167 75, 000 
Miscellaneous: | 

Arresting barrier sassasas s abeaseonsceeseccOMOccd 2 | 82, 000 

Runway lighting_____-__- : ‘ : 5 feet__| 2, 300 | 20, 600 

Taxiway lighting = ‘nahi : ....do 4, 200 | 45, 000 

Perimeter fence. .-......---- ay se an pea sca | 4, 700 2, 500 

ROMIOGRS DOGO 6s 55 once ncnsc. x: et ee ee 3, 900 | 1, 500 

Drainage and erosion control. __. se csacceseawescescc@Osccz 11, 200 396, 000 

TORO nid os concn cnennesutaseseuescten ete ee ieeeeceeeweeeeee ed 1, 388, 000 








APPENDIX II 
(See p. 293) 
DEPENDENTS’ MEDICAL CARE AcT AND USAF Faciniity REQUIREMENTS 


The full impact of the Dependents’ Medical Care Act is largely guesswork at 
this point, as we have not achieved sufficient operating experience in providing 
care under this new program which became effective December 7, 1956. 

Under this law, dependents’ medical care at Government expense from civilian 
sources is limited to wives, dependent husbands, and children of active duty 
members. Outpatient care is not provided except for maternity care and for the 
treatment of injuries. 

All other dependents of active duty members, retired members, and their de- 
pendents are authorized medical care at Government expense only in medical 
facilities of the uniformed services subject to availability of such facilities. Any 
decrease in the eapability of USAF to provide this medical care would be a loss 
of a valuable benefit to such persons. 

The summary of data attached does not lend itself to factual proof of any in- 
crease or decrease of requirements for USAF medical facilities for care of eligible 
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dependents. There is yet insufficient data to substantiate any definite trend to- 
ward a reduced requirement for USAF capability to provide medical care under 
this new law. For comparison, similar periods in 1956 are summarized from data 
available in the similar period of 1957. 


Dependents at USAF inpatient facilities 
JUNE 1955-NOVEMBER 1956 





Total Daily 








U. 8. Air Force facilities | hospital- average 
| days occupied 
| beds 
0 ELTON TOOT 2 SAITO TET a Pa | 1, 543, 493 2, 791 
Ce TINGE GN oink. i tebe een cata eick Ch ngein dewcseieidewcsin 1, 196, 356 2, 163 
NS Sith. cid en entieceeasihnd taduieednnhabitestanaidedbnndbndwicamion 347, 137 628 























I. 5 need bain nebnnnnindier adhe dataee een damenets koe ninkins | 328, 944 2, 764 
Continental United States 1, 953 
RA tc eee eu anawnci acca eetannanmedebimmaekene oupe e 811 

1 Preliminary data. 
Dependents at specified USAF inpatient facilities 
JUNE 1955-NOVEMBER 1956 
Total Daily aver- 
hospital age occupied 
days beds 
a sss ccpehanesseae Gates bannlna iments 21, 308 39 
Dia sate snnedinslnniniehoabidlinis sasha ela iagubiblanel 22, 358 40 
nt i Pr a2... enn ecmib een edneneenneapatibbasenes 53, 319 96 
Perens Ale PONS Bnee, BIO. oon dnincaccncccccccccccee ale eatin aiaiad Riedl 44, 506 80 
NS EE SS ee 14, 980 27 
nn et DRS EE, ok a enn pmngenetnbesssocnbosonnesanenass 31, 171 56 
So Sr i one ie edi bin ema beiphinle a beaenekeene 22, 071 40 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Fla..........-- 12, 047 22 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio 29, 204 53 
JANUARY 1957-APRIL 1957! 

Barksdale Air Force Base, La...-.....-..- Sintec tah meteitiichte sd Anime coin 3, 913 33 
I a scales tell 5, 558 | 47 
ee ye, SSS eee a Rena ed 11, 844 100 
eC RS onde enscdatiiabnacsbbonuneoe Fecdhuitilele 9, 590 81 
I i pea ebetinicntntaeaiiae 2, 352 20 
SY err Dien ain came naa. 5, 341 45 
eee Geer OO SRN, TIME concn cdobcnmhebda babe ctcsedupdtecccccencs« 4,711 40 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Fla..........--- sind ipasdbaete atebenatna@raieaters dunesiicniet 1, 659 14 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio.....................--...-. sir ctichliteas 5, 754 48 


1 Preliminary data. 


APPENDIX III 


JUSTIFICATION BY Bric. GEN. WILLIAM R. SHULER, CHIEF, CONSTRUCTION DIVI- 
SION, OFFICE, DIRECTOR OF INSTALLATIONS, OF THE $23.5 MILLION DEFICIENCY 
AUTHORIZATION REQUESTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY IN 8. 1940 


The Department of the Army requests authorizations to offset deficiencies 
on certain projects which were authorized in fiscal years 1954, 1955, 1956, and 
1957. The total of the deficiency requested is $23,489,000. 

Section 105 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 209, 83d 
Congress (fiscal year 1954 authorization act) by $404,000. 
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Section 106 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 534, 
83d Congress (fiscal year 1955 authorization act) by $2,810,000. 

Section 107 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 161, 
84th Congress (fiscal year 1956 authorization act) by $9,633,000. 

Section 108 proposes the increase in authorization under Public Law 968, 
84th Congress (fiscal year 1957 authorization act) by $10,642,000. 

The basic reason for the request for deficiency authorization is the general rise 
in construction costs. During the period July 1954 to December 1956, construc- 
tion costs have risen an average of 14 percent in the United States. This rise in 
construction is caused by an increase in labor rates, an increase in the cost of 
materials, an increase in transportation rates, and increase in the cost to thecon- 
tractor to borrow money to finance construction. 

The annual increase in the construction costs is approximately 4 percent on 
an average. Due to the time-consuming process in the review and approval of 
the public works construction projects, approximately 2 years elapse from the 
time the budget estimate of the projects is placed under contract. For example, 
the budget estimates for the projects approved in the Fiscal Year 1957 Authoriza- 
tion Act (Public Law 968, 84th Cong.) were accomplished in the spring of 1955. 
Construction contracts for these projects are being awarded this spring. 

In addition to the general rise in construction costs, there are other contribut- 
ing factors which have necessitated this request for deficiency authorization. 
These factors will be outlined in detail when the specific stations are discussed. 

Fiscal Year 1954 Authorization Act (Public Law 209, 83d Cong.) : Mr. Chair- 
man, I would first like to discuss the proposed increase in authorization under 
Public Law 209, 88d Congress, in the amount of $404,000. 

Three projects were authorized at Red River Arsenal, Ark., by the fiscal year 
1954 authorization act in the amount of $1,808,000. One of the projects, “Ad- 
ditional water supply facility,” was awarded for construction on May 19, 1955, 
in the amount of $218,000. This compared with the budget estimate for this 
project of $375,000. Another project, “Additional boiler heating plant,” was 
awarded of October 19, 1955, at the budget estimate of $55,000. The budget 
estimate of the remaining project authorized in fiscal year 1954, “Ammo re- 
novating facilities,” was $1,378,000. Bids were taken on this project on November 
2, 1955, which resulted in costs which were too high to award the contract. The 
second bidding on this project was taken on June 6, 1956. By deletion of parts of 
this facility we were able to award a contract within the authorization available 
plus the cost variation allowable by Public Law 209. We now require deficiency 
authorization in the amount of $404,000 to permit us to construct the remainder 
of the facilities originally contemplated by this project. The remaining facili- 
ties to be constructed are a receiving building, three storehouses, and a maga- 
zine mounded concrete box. 

Fiscal year 1955 authorization act (Public Law 534, 88d Cong.). Section 106 
of the current authorization act proposes deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $2,810,000 to cover deficiencies in construction projects at Fort Detrick, Md., 
and the United States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y. 

At Fort Detrick, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of $777,000 is 
requested. In the fiscal year 1955 authorization act 4 projects were authorized 
for construction for a Department of the Army relay center at Woodbridge, 
Va. These 4 projects were an operations building, a warehouse, a 198-man 
barracks, and the auxiliary roads, walks, parking areas, and fencing, at a total 
estimated cost of $2,360,000. The location for this construction was changed 
subsequently to Fort Detrick, Md. The change in location was authorized by 
Public Law 161, 84th Congress (p. 6). The original budget estimates for this 
construction were made in 1954 with location at Woodbridge, Va. When the 
change in location wes made to Fort Detrick, Md., it was necessary to redesign 
the facilities. As a part of this redesign, it was found necessary to include pile 
foundations due to poor soil conditions found at Fort Detrick. None of the 
four projects originally authorized by Public Law 534 have been awarded for 
construction. The design has now been completed and we are ready to initiate 
construction pending approval of the committee of the request for $777,000 in 
deficiency authorization. 

At West Point, N. Y., 2 projects were authorized by Public Law 534 in the 
amount of $9,950,000. One of these projects was for the conversion of a riding 
hall to an academic building ($8,450,000) and the other was for conversion of 
the west academic building to a cadet barracks ($1,500,000). The contract for 
the project “Conversion of riding hall to academic building” was awarded on 
December 30, 1955, in the amount of $10,183,000. In order to award this con- 
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tract, it was necessary to utilize the authorization for the project “Conversion of 
west academic building to cadet barracks” and a portion of the 5 percent cost 
variation. (The four interested committees of Congress were informed of the 
action being taken by the Department of the Army prior to award of the contract. ) 
The increased costs on conversion of the riding hall was due to the rise in cost 
of material and labor since the original project was approved. Certain miscel- 
laneous changes were made after the original budget estimates were made to 
provide better interior finishes for the facility. There was no change in scope 
over that authorized by Congress. Now, Mr. Chairman in order that we may 
proceed with the other project authorized under this public law, we require 
deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,083,000 to permit us to proceed with 
the construction of the project “Conversion west academic building to cadet 
barracks.” 

Fiscal year 1956 authorization act (Public Law 161, 84th Cong.) : Section 107 
of the current authorization act proposes deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $9,633,000 to cover deficiencies in construction projects at 18 installations in 
the United States. 

At Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$303,000 is requested. In the fiscal year 1956 authorization act 4 projects were 
authorized for construction at this location for an estimated cost of $1,736,000. 
These were expand electrical distribution ‘system ($458,000), Spesutie Island 
Bridge ($210,000), enlisted men’s barracks ($611,000), and family quarters 
($457,000). By utilizing the authorization for the Spesutie Island Bridge and a 
portion of the 5 percent allowable cost variation, we awarded contracts in June 
1956 for the enlisted men’s barracks and expansion, electrical distribution system 
and.a contract in December 1956 for family quarters, an award total of $1,803,000. 
Overruns of the original estimates were caused by a general rise in cost of labor 
and materials and a change in criteria to provide improved quality of construc- 
tion. This change was the increase granted by Congress in July of 1955 (fiscal 
year 1956) in the cost limitations for family quarters. The fourth project, 
Spesutie Island Bridge, has been redesigned to permit construction while main- 
taining traffic in operation; a contract has not been awarded. We now require 
deficiency authorization in the amount of $303,000 to permit us to construct this 
remaining facility. 

At Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$83,000 is requested. Construction of one project, an enlisted men’s service club 
($129,000), was authorized by Public Law 161, 84th Congress. Resiting of this 
facility to avoid poor foundation conditions and increases in cost of material and 
labor have resulted in a higher estimate than originally provided. The project 
was advertised for bids in June 1956 and again last August. In both cases bids 
were rejected because a usable facility could not be provided within the 
authorization. Deficiency authorization of $83,000 is needed to permit con- 
struction of this project. 

At Fort Lee, Va., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,285,000 is re- 
quested. The fiscal year 1956 authorization act authorized construction of 10 
projects at Fort Lee, including 8 enlisted men’s barracks ($5,095,000), 106 family 
quarters ($2,056,000), 1 bachelor officers’ quarters ($349,000) and other facilities. 
Construction contracts were awarded in June 1956 for 2 of the 3 battalion head- 
quarters buildings, branch post exchange, 4 motor repair shops, motor park 
facilities, and a hardstand; the 8 enlisted men’s barracks were awarded in 
September 1956; and 102 family quarters have been awarded to date. Thus, 
by utilizing the authorization for the 8 unawarded items and a portion of the 
5 percent allowable cost variation for the imstallation, we have awarded 5 
projects and usable increments of 2 others for a total cost of $8,889,000. 

Increases in cost of the awarded projects and in cost estimates for unawarded 
items here resulted since preparation of the original budget estimates. Poor 
foundation conditions which necessitated extensive engineering changes also 
contributed materially to the increased cost of the 8 enlisted men’s barracks. 

Therefore, deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,285,000 is needed at 
Fort Lee to permit construction of the bachelor officers’ quarters (60 spaces), 
the regimental dispensary, 3 battalion classrooms, and the third battalion head- 
quarters building previously authorized. 

At Fort Detrick, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of $73,000 is re- 
quested. Construction of four projects were authorized by the fiscal year 1956 
Authorization Act at this post. All are extensions or additions to utilities and 
include extension to sanitary sewer ($97,000), addition to boiler plant ($164,000), 
extension to road ($159,000), and extension to fence ($32,000). Contracts for all 
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four projects were awarded in May, June, and November, 1956. Three of these 
have overrun the original budget estimates since they were prepared in 1954. 
The fourth project (extend fence) was awarded for $4,800 under the budgeted 
umount. Because these are unit-price-type contracts (dollars per unit of meas- 
ure), the budget total for the station plus the allowable cost variation have not 
been exceeded. However, the quantities included in the original scope for each 
of the three projects are still required. The deficiency authorization of $73,000 
now requested will provide for construction to the authorized scope. Work 
under contract will provide a usable increment, but will not provide the full 
scope required. 

At Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$362,000 is requested. Construction of four projects at this location was au- 
thorized by the fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act at a cost of $1,129,000. In 
September and December, 1956, contracts were awarded for 4 enlisted men bar- 
racks (S0-man) and 16 units of family quarters in the total amount of $843,000. 
In awarding these contracts we used the authorization of these 2 projects and a 
portion of the authorization for the 2 remaining projects. Our bidding expe- 
rience tends to verify the general rise in construction costs since the budget 
estimates were prepared for this isolated location. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, 
we need deficiency authorization in the amount of $362,000 to permit us to con- 
struct the test equipment materials shop and an addition to the station hospital, 
previously authorized. 

At Brooklyn Army Terminal, N. Y., deficiency authorization of $185,000 is 
requested. Construction of two projects, rehabilitation of the electrical distri- 
bution system, and additions to the sanitary sewer system were authorized in the 
fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act at an estimated cost of $1,055,000. By using 
a portion of the allowable cost variation for the station, contracts for both proj- 
ects were awarded last June. The scope of the work was reduced to provide 
usable facilities within the authorization. The original estimates were pre- 
pared about 2% years ago. The rise in costs since that time and the detailed 
information provided by final design have resulted in higher bids. The work 
eliminated in the reduced scope is still needed. Therefore, the deficiency au- 
thorization now requested will permit us to complete these projects to the orig- 
inal scope. 

At Fort Eustis, Va., deficiency authorization of $1,475,000 is requested. The 
fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act authorized the construction of 12 projects at 
Fort Eustis at a total cost of $6,597,000. These projects included a main post 
exchange. service club, field house, an NCO open mess, dispensary, 2 battalion 
headquarters, 4 barracks, officers’ open mess, 5 battalion classrooms, a post 
chapel, an branch PX, and supporting utilities. Increased costs since prepara- 
tion of the budget estimates are due to the general construction cost rise and 
improved construction standards to provide brick facing, provisions for future 
air conditioning or mechanical ventilation, and better interior finishes. Very 
poor foundation conditions found at Fort Eustis have also contributed materially 
to increased costs. By utilizing a portion of the authorization for other items 
at this installation, we have awarded contracts for 7 of the 12 projects. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,475,000 to permit 
us to award contracts for the 5 remaining projects consisting of 4 barracks, of- 
ficers’ mess, 5 classrooms, the post chapel, and a branch PX. 

At Brooke Army Medical Center, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $327,000 is requested. One project for air conditioning the main hospital build- 
ing was authorized by the fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act for $549,000. Plans 
were completed for this project and a final cost estimate was prepared which 
indicated that the budget estimate was much too low. Therefore, the bidding 
documents were arranged to permit postponement of work in one wing should 
actual bids substantiate our final estimate. The bids did substantiate this es- 
timate and the work in one wing was omitted. Contract for the project, less one 
wing, was awarded in January 1957. In order to complete the project to the 
scope authorized, we now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $327,000. 

At Madigan Army Hospital, Wash., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$336,000 is requested. Public Law 534, 82d Congress, authorized the rehabilita- 
tion of the obstetrical suite and the outpatient clinic for a total of $174,000 at 
Madigan Army Hospital; Public Law 161, 84th Congress, authorized provision of 
three additional facilities: Addition to dental clinic, X-ray therapy and surgical 
storage. and a central material facility for a total of $333,000. The projects 
authorized by both ef these acts were of an emergency nature to handle the in- 
creased load at Madigan which resulted from the decision to centralize there the 
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medical services of both Fort Lewis and McCord Air Force Base. During final 
stages of design, it was found that the budget estimates contained in Public Law 
534 were inadequate for the obstetrical suite and the outpatient clinic, primarily 
because of insufficient detailed engineering information at the time the budget 
estimates were prepared. Therefore, in order to meet the most urgent needs 
(obstetrical suite and outpatient clinic), the authorizations provided by the 2 
acts were combined by reprograming with the approval of the Secretary of De- 
fense and the 2 facilities authorized by Public Law 534 were constructed (cost, 
$507,000). 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $336,000 to permit us 
to proceed with construction of the three projects contained in the fiscal year 
1956 Authorization Act. 

At the Army Medical Center, Walter Reed General Hospital, D. C., deficiency 
authorization in the amount of $915,000 is requested. A project for approxi- 
mately 50 percent air conditioning of the main hospital (31 separate buildings) 
($2,540,000) and a project for construction of an Army Medical Research Insti- 
tute ($1,017,000) were authorized by Public Law 161, 84th Congress, for a total 
cost of $3,557,000. Neither project has yet been awarded for construction. Sub- 
sequent to the enactment into the law of the authorization, the Secretary of 
Defense issued revised guidance which would permit 100 percent air condition- 
ing in this locale. During design it became apparent that the budget estimate 
was deficient in both cost and to provide 100 percent air conditioning tonnage. 
Design was then delayed while a resurvey of the facilities and a careful restudy 
of the proposed system were made. By careful study we have been able to limit 
the extent of additional authorization required to $915,000 to fully air condition 
the 31 buildings involved in this project. The design of the second project, Army 
Medical Research Institute, is still under way and the cost estimate has not been 
finalized. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $915,000 to initiate 
construction of the project for air conditioning. 

At Fort Holabird, Md., deficiency authorization in the amount of $188,000 is 
requested. The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act included one project (enlisted 
men barracks, 326-man) at this location, estimated to cost $612,000. The bar- 
racks included an enlisted men’s mess within the same structure and provided for 
brick exterior facing and for mechanical ventilation. We found that this project 
could not be constructed within the budgeted cost. Therefore, a contract was 
awarded, with the approval of the Department of Defense, for the barracks less 
the mess. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $188,000 to permit 
the addition of the messhall for the barracks. 

At Fort Hood, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,361,000 is 
requested. The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act authorized construction of 
12 projects at this installation for the total estimated cost of $12,922,000. In- 
cluded were projects such as 793 units of family housing, 8 enlisted-men barracks, 
motor-repair shops, battalion headquarters buildings, oilicers’ open mess, noncom- 
missioned officers’ open mess, chapel, 8 battalion classrooms and other supporting 
facilities. By using the total authorization and a portion of the allowable cost 
variation, we have awarded contracts for 9 of the 12 projects. Three projects 
(officers’ open mess, regimental chapel, and aircraft paint shop) remain un- 
awarded. The budget estimates here proved to be low. Detailed designs and 
more accurate detailed information, coupled with the general rise in construc- 
tion costs, have resulted in increased cost for these projects. 

We need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,361,000 for these projects. 

At Fort Carson, Colo., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,154,000 is 
requested. Eighteen projects were authorized in the fiscal year 1956 Authoriza- 
tion Act for this installation. These included items such as 6 enlisted men bar- 
racks, a post headquarters, 2 battalion headquarters, an enlisted-men service 
club, motor-repair shops, dispensary, and other allied supporting facilities for 
the total estimated cost of $7,487,000. During the period June—October 1956, con- 
tracts for 10 of these projects were awarded which utilized the total authoriza- 
tion for this post. Five of the remaining projects (Camp Hale) have been inde- 
finitely deferred, and 3 at Fort Carson are yet to be awarded. These % are 
the enlisted men service club, 2 battalion classroom buildings, and a project for 
concrete aprons. The authorization included provisions for relocating certain old 
World War II type wood-frame buildings which were in the way of proposed 
new construction. A few of these old buildings have been relocated ; however, it 
was found to be more economical to dismantle and salvage them in place. There- 
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fore, no more relocations have been accomplished. Bids received for Fort Carson 
projects have been competitive and responsive. The deficiency authorization 
requested is based on contract prices for the 10 projects awarded and the prices 
which we can reasonably expect on the 3 remaining projects as a result of this 
bidding experience. The budget estimates for these projects were prepared in 
1954. The overruns are due both to underbudgeting, and to the general rise in 
construction costs since the budget estimates were prepared in 1954. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,134,000 to permit con- 
struction of the 3 remaining projects. 

At Fort Leavenworth, Kans., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$1,278,000 is requested. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, authorized construc- 
tion of 5 projects at this installation for a total cost of $8,615,000. There were an 
academic building, a station hospital, a communications-center building, a radio- 
receiver building, and a transmitter building. In addition to the general con- 
struction cost rise, there were other specific causes of the increased cost of these 
projects. On the academic building for the Command and General Staff College, 
which was awarded in October 1956, a poor foundation condition necessitated con- 
struction of piers down to 50 feet to rock. On the station hospital (90/190 bed) 
not awarded, it has now been determined that existing heating plants cannot be 
expanded to serve this project. Therefore, a separate heating plant, not con- 
tained in the original justification, must be provided to serve this facility. On 
the three remaining projects (communications center, receiver, and transmitter), 
also unawarded, design for protective construction features is now considered 
essential for these special key facilities. 

We need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,278,000 to permit us to 
proceed with the remaining projects at Fort Leavenworth. 

At Camp Lucas, Mich., deficiency authorization in the amount of $48,000 is 
requested. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, authorized construction of 1 project, 
a gymnasium, at this installation for a cost of $145,000. This project was ad- 
vertised for bids in June 1956. All bids exceeded the authorization and the allow- 
able cost variation and were, therefore, rejected. This project is designed of 
modified-emergency-type construction with only bare essentials provided. The 
higher estimated cost is due principally to an apparent lack of interest by local 
bidders in this relatively small single project. We now need deficiency authoriza- 
tion in the amount of $48,000 to permit us to readvertise and construct this 
project. 

At 7 locations for the Armed Forces special-weapons project, deficiency 
authorization in the amount of $190,000 is requested. The fiscal year 1956 Au- 
thorization Act authorized 25 projects at 7 locations: Bessier Base, La.; Man- 
zano Base, N. Mex.; Clarksville Base, Tenn. ; Killeen Base and Medina Base, Tex. ; 
Lake Meade Base, N. Mex., and Sandia Base, N. Mex. Total authorized cost is 
$3,014,000. Contracts have been awarded for basic facilities in all projects. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in order to complete these facilities, we now need 
deficiency authorization in the amount of $190,000. 

At Wildwood, Alaska, deficiency authorization in the amount of $90,000 is 
requested. The fiscal year 1956 Authorization Act authorized construction of 
8 projects at this installetion for a total cost of $469.000. These projects are 
addition to fire station ($16,000), civilian bachelor quarters ($136,000), and a 
post chapel with religious educational facilities ($317,000). The addition to 
fire station and the civilian bachelor quarters were awarded June 29, 1956, at a 
cost of $35,000 and $210,000, respectively, by utilizing a portion of the authoriza- 
tion for the chapel project. These awards were made through a second adver- 
tising after rejective bids which were considered unreasonable on an earlier 
advertising. Some redesign and reduction was accomplished before again ad- 
vertising. Attempts have also been made to reduce the cost of the chapel, the 
remaining unawarded project, but the estimate for very modest facilities at this 
isolated northern location could not be brought within the remaining authoriza 
tion. The overrun of budget estimates for these projects are due primarily to 
their isolated location and the difficulty in predicting construction costs for this 
location 2 or more years in advance. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $90,000 at Wildwood 
Alaska, to permit us to construct the chapel. 

Fiseal year 1957 Authorization Act (Public Law 968, 84th Cong.) : Section 
108 of the current Authorization Act proposes deficiency authorization in the 
amount of $10,642,000 to cover deficiencies in construction projects at 7 locations 
in the United States, 1 special project overseas. 

At Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$48,000 is requested. The fiscal year 1957 Authorization Act authorized 1 project, a 
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railroad spur, at this installation for a cost of $88,000. An unusual amount of 
excavation, backfilling, grading and drainage over the amount anticipated is the 
primary cause of this overrun. A rise in cost of material and labor has also 
contributed to the overrun. The design has been completed and we are ready 
to advertise for bids pending approval of the request for $48,000 in deficiency 
authorization. 

At Redstone Arsenal, Ala., deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,454,000 
is requested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized construction of 11 proj- 
ects at Redstone Arsenal for a total cost of $6,159,000. One project, 50 units 
of family quarters, has been awarded. The remaining 10 projects are non- 
standard specially designed facilities on which design is now essentially com- 
plete. The facilities involved are class and laboratory buildings, training shops, 
special equipment maintenance shops, technical library and supporting utilities 
which are required for the technical training of military personnel in the opera- 
tion and maintenance of Army missiles at the Ordnance Guided Missile School. 
The accuracy of scope and detail of design provided by the final plans indicate 
that the original budget estimates, prepared without benefit of this information, 
provided authorization which is inadequate for these facilities. In addition, a 
general construction cost rise in this area has been experienced. We now need 
deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,434,000 for this highly important 
installation. 

At Atlanta General Depot, Ga., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$152,000 is requested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized construction 
of 3 projects at this location: a hangar with shop, taxiways and aprons, and 
a runway for a total cost of $832,000. None of these projects has been placed 
under contract. The budget estimates were prepared without benefit of pre- 
liminary plans or firm siting information. In addition, provision of a fire-pro- 
tection system in the hangar, not considered originally, is now required. Design 
has been completed and we are ready to initiate construction pending approyal 
of the request for $152,000 deficiency authorization. 

At Fort Worth General Depot, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount of 
$562,000 is requested. The fiscal year 1957 Authorization Act authorized 7 pro- 
jects for aviation support facilities at this location at a total cost of $1,285,000. 
No contract awards have been made for these projects. The original estimates 
were also prepared without benefit of preliminary plans and detailed site infor- 
mation. Further, extensive site preparation work and provision of shoulders 
for the runway, taxiways and aprons are necessary but were not considered 
originally. We now need $562,000 in deficiency authorization to permit us to 
proceed with these projects. 

At Fort Bliss, Tex., deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,992,000 is re- 
quested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress authorized 14 projects consisting of 
facilities to support the guided-missile training at Fort Bliss and McGregor 
Range. None of these projects has been placed under contract to date but final 
design is well along. Construction will be of modified-emergency type and in- 
cludes missile-launcher sites, control sites, radio-controlled air-target sites, 6 
enlisted men’s barracks, a bachelor officers’ quarters, motor-repair shop consoli- 
dated mess, communications center, separate latrine buildings, and supporting 
utilities and facilities. The range is located in a rough desert area, about 35 miles 
north of Fort Bliss, on which little preliminary engineering investigations had 
been made. The concept of the range development at the time the budget esti- 
mates were prepared was not sufficiently firm to permit accurate construction 
estimating. A major part of the heavy cost is due to the need of constructing 
some 37 miles of road in the range area and the extension of utilities to an area 
suitable for training and firing. The lack of knowledge of the difficulties which 
have developed in preparation of the range and subsequent on-site exploration 
also contributed materially to the inadequate estimates. The need for an in- 
erease in authorization was known in June 1956, too late for introduction in the 
fiscal vear 1957 Authorization Act. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,992,000 to permit us 
to provide these very urgent facilities for support of our surface-to-air guided- 
missile training. 

At Fort Sill, Okla., deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,625,000 is re- 
quested. Two projects were authorized for this installation by Public Law 968 
for a total cost of $4,173,000; communications and electronics building ($1,563,- 
000) and a school building addition to the artillery school ($2,610,000). Neither 
has been placed under contract. Here again the budget estimates for these com- 
plicated, specially designed facilities were prepared without benefit of completed 
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preliminary plans which would have provided adequate information for a rea- 
sonably accurate estimate. The communications and electronics building is prac- 
tically all laboratory rooms and combination laboratory-classrooms for train- 
ing electronics specialists for surface-to-surface missiles system. Extensive in- 
terior electrical systems (both alternating and direct current plus both 60 and 
400 cycles) required are well above the original consideration. Further, explora- 
tion for foundation design data disclosed presence of expensive clays which re- 
quire special design (i. e., structural basement floor in lieu of slab-on-grade, 
more expensive). Air-conditioning load has more than doubled to offset heat 
generated by electronics equipment, the detailed characteristics of which were 
unknown when the budget estimate was prepared. Development of the addition 
tc the school building followed a similar pattern. The design has been pre- 
pared to match the architecture of the existing building, has required floors to 
support much heavier loading by missiles and equipment, has required cellular- 
type floors to receive the numerous electrical and control cables and has re- 
quired provision of hoists and monorails to handle missiles and equipment. The 
details of the heavy loading, interior utility requirements and the characteristics 
of the equipment were not fully developed when the original budget estimates 
were prepared. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $1,625,000 to permit 
us to proceed with these projects. 

For the nuclear heating and powerplant, deficiency authorization in the amount 
of $2,548,000 is requested. The nuclear heating and powerplant was authorized 
by Public Law 968, 84th Congress, at a cost of $4,127,000 and an appropriation 
of $1,120,000 was made for design and procurement of equipment. The cost 
estimate of $4,127,000 was prepared in July 1955. At that time there was vir- 
tually no cost data available and very little design data formulated on the nu- 
clear portions of the plant. In the intervening time new fabrication, construc- 
tion and erection cost data have been developed through experience with the 
Fort Belvoir project, especially in the nuclear related portion of the work. Speci- 
fic design data has been formulated on both the Fort Belvoir project and this 
project leading to higher costs of preliminary loop components and increased 
field erection costs. In addition, there has been a general rise in costs of gen- 
eral construction materials and labor since the original estimate was prepared. 
Design of this project will be completed in June 1957. Construction contracts 
can be awarded shortly thereafter. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $2,548,000 to permit 
award of the construction contract this year. 

At Fort Leavenworth, Kans., deficiency authorization in the amount of $281,000 
is requested. Public Law 968, 84th Congress, authorized 4 projects at this in- 
stallation for a total cost of $1,092,000. These projects were: addition to com- 
munication center ($123,000), addition to radio receiver building ($103,000), 
addition to transmitter building ($225,000) and a bachelor officers quarters with 
field ration mess (90-man) ($641,000). None of these projects have been 
awarded. The deficiency authorization being requested is applicable only to the 
bachelor officers quarters and mess; estimates for the other three projects are 
unchanged. This facility is a nonstandard structure requiring special design. 
Although the space allowance of one room and a half-bath per officer has not 
been changed, our detailed cost estimates based on final plans and recent bidding 
experience in this area disclosed that the budget estimates were inadequate. The 
statutory limit of $6,500 per man for the bachelor officers quarters portion of this 
project will not be exceeded. 

We now need deficiency authorization in the amount of $281,000 to permit us 
to initiate construction of this project. 


APPENDIX IV 


DePARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 31, 1957. 
CHAIRMAN, SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: The conference report to accompany H. R. 12138 (Rept. 

No, 2864, 84th Cong., 2d sess.) contains, in part, the following language; 
* The projects listed in House Report No. 2638 and Senate Report No. 
2580 are approved in the amounts stated with the exception of Dublin, Ga., 
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Hobbs, N. Mex., and Mitchell, S. Dak. The committee of conference agrees to 
defer approval of appropriations for the proposed bases at Dublin, Ga., Hobbs, 
N. Mex., and Mitchell, S. Dak., in the 1957 program. However, the Air Force 
is directed to study and surveys its needs to determine whether or not such bases, 
or any one of them, are required for the Air Force program. Should the study 
reveal that these bases are necessary, the committee of conference agrees that 
the Air Force make appropriate requests for funds to the Congress through 
reprograming or otherwise as determined by the Secretary of the Air Force. 
The committee of conference expects that the Secretary of the Air Force will 
report his findings, if possible, by January 31, 1957, to the Appropriations 
Committees of Congress.” 

In compliance with the conference report, I have reexamined the Air Force 
position and find that, without prejudice to such requirements as may arise in 
the future, no additional bases outside the existing and programed Air Force 
inventory should be acquired at this time for the air defense, tactical, and 
training missions. A requirement exists, however, for additional facilities to 
satisfy the concept of dispersing our strategic forces. Consideration of the lo- 
cations mentioned in the conference report has, therefore, been limited to our 
strategic bomber requirements. Each location is discussed separately below. 

Dublin, Ga.—Our investigations reveal that a site in the general vicinity of 
Dublin, Ga., such as site No. II in the Buckeye District, is generally suitable for 
airbase development. I am of the firm opinion, however, that the Air Force does 
not presently require an airbase at or in the vicinity of Dublin, Ga., to support 
strategic bomber units. Bases located as far south as Dublin, Ga., possess a 
deficiency in strike effectiveness in that the additional flight distance to the 
enemy target complex generates a significant increase in air refueling require- 
ment over bases farther to the north. The Air Force is now faced with this 
undesirable and complicated refueling problem due to the large number of exist- 
ing Strategic Air Command bases located in the South; to locate more bomber 
bases there would only aggravate this problem. 

Hobbs, N. Mexr.—Our investigations reveal that site in the general vicinity of 
Hobbs, N. Mex., such as site B, 18 miles west of Hobbs, on or near World War 
II auxiliary field No. 4, is generally suitable for airbase development. I am of 
the firm opinion, however, that the Air Force does not presently require an 
airbase at or in the vicinity of Hobbs, N. Mex., to support strategic bomber units. 
The factor stated for Dublin, Ga., is equally valid for this location. As a general 
observation, I well recognize that some strategic bomber bases are currently 
located in the Southern United States. Most of these bases, however, were first 
sited for nonstrategic purposes, and at a time when this disadvantage did not 
govern. Subsequently, under the pressure of international tensions, and in the 
interests of economy, the original facilities were expanded to meet present-day 
requirements. The existence of these bases is not, in my opinion, reason to 
further hamper effective development of the Strategic Air Command mission by 
constructing new bases subject to the same geographical handicap. 

Mitchell, 8S. Dak.—Locations within the Northern United States would present 
advantages of comparative proximity to potential targets (thus reducing refuel- 
ing requirements), relative invulnerability, low operating altitude, and few days 
of excessive Summer heat. Our investigations have revealed that an airbase at 
Mitchell, S. Dak., would, notwithstanding certain shortcomings, satisfy this Air 
Force requirement, On the other hand, other locations generally within the North 
central United States would also satisfy the requirement and might be preferable 
when such factors as low construction costs, more adequate community support, 
or more favorable soil conditions are encountered. 

We have just completed, however, an overall study of the utilization of the 
Air Force base structure. This study took into account not only our require- 
ments, but also such factors as available and anticipated resources, weapons 
development, and a reduced force structure. On the basis of our findings, which 
indicate a probably downward trend in our base structure through fiscal year 
1951. we feel it to be generally inadvisable to contemplate the construction of 
complete new airbases at this time. Thus, no action is planned, in view of the 
factors mentioned above, to request appropriation in fiscal year 1958 for the 
construction of bases in any of the areas under discussion. 

I am glad to have been of service to your committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
DonaLp A. QUARLES. 
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APPENDIx V 


FIiscaAL YEAR 1958 AUTHORIZATION Requests By MaAJsor CATEGORIES 





Army 
Permanent barracks : Millions 
PCPTRIBTIONE | 24, ce. BACON Do nin oie ani inn naiccn mens ee ee $30. 6 
Vermanent barracks support (messes, supply, and administrative 
DE is iit wrcigeaneina nto coe im edd ac neoneen pk dai ee B.2 
Bachelor officers quarters : 
POPRIGMOES (UU BICON) 65 cena ean cee ape heals saiie einai 2.9 
Semipermanent (114 spaces) _-_~-~- insite araedige een ao aia eee .4 
Land acquisition (S acres in fee and 428 acres in easement) —---__---____ _ 
SEOOOIEEL CL. MGA UES RIO Bonen enn rename ei caed smn see aenee tre 
Dispensers. (2 oc Cenane e006 oo)... ..._ eee oe 
Welfare and morale facilities (including 3 PX’s, 7 officer or NCO open 
messes, 2 chapels, 1 theater and related facilities) _..___._____--________ 8.2 
Family Housing (415 units at station where Capehart is not feasible__._ 12.6 
PRPC A SERICE CH een UREN a no oon cree sees circa mest once rials piaeeenercniatlls 15.8 
Sr PNR en VE... CUNIEEE TIOEROI TN coca accra wee nae ei ac panna aie ates oes eames me 
‘Tecticel facies Ciee and awn) ._..__._.. ee ee 
Boi ps iat), anal inte ae ERL nCee X lear: A Dhaene Romy TN 8.5 
Army aviation (hangars, taxiways, runways, shops at 18 stations)_____-_ 20. 8 
Korea (minimum improvements to troop living conditions) _~__________ 10. 0 
Rae? Pee... cuacaeenon enone aa cetaschiieins hatin aseeeal aerieoareatiee Seca eel i aaa 20.8 
Rea cvn core acarie Sania pe tw aaron an ee a eo en ce ee eee ae re see ero eee 
Classified (ASA, DARAH, SETAF, METAF, and BOB project) ---_--~- 26.3 
Geller mises naneous TRC rite ee a en ee ee ee 
VOtt 6. otc sen oe ee rete ee $323. 3 
Navy 
—— iain. 
Percent 
Amount of pro- 
} gram 
| 
|-— 
Thousands 
Airfieid paving (24 stations $97, 160 22.4 
Aircraft operational facilities (tactical air navigation facilities (13); 24 optical | 

landing systems) 11, 512 2.6 
Aircraft hangar and maintenance facilities (6 hangars, 3 maintenance buildings, 

9 stations 26, 870 6.2 
Command centers (2 stations 25. 110 | 5.8 
Communications facilities (28 stations) ; 21, 603 | 5.0 
Guided missile facilities (8 stations 2, 57 .6 
Training facilities (10 stations) 7, 677 | 1.8 
Fuel storage and distribution facilities (12 stations 8, 922 | 2.1 
Waterfront facilities (1 drydock; 13,200 LF berthing, 14 stations 61, 043 | 14.1 
Repair facilities (8 stations) 7, 875 | 1.8 
Storage facilities (8 stations) 1, 269 3 
Research and development laboratory and test facilities (9 stations) - | 37, 532 8.6 
Ordnance facilities (13 stations 6, 547 | 1.5 
Medical and dental facilities (2 station hospitals, 1 dispensary, 1 dental clinic, 4 | 

stations 2, 289 | 5 
Administrative and security facilities (29 stations) 4,138 | 9 
Family housing (189 MOQ, 250 MEMQ, 20 MCQ=459 units, 2 stations) 15, 645 | 3.6 
Barracks (7,694 men, 17 stati: ns) 19, 636 4.5 
Mess halls (5,050 men, 6 stations) 2, 228 5 
BOQ’s (1,840 men, 10 stations) 8. 759 2.0 
Community support facilities (2 chapels, 6 schools, 2 laundries, 6 stations) 9, 801 | 2.2 
Recreation facilities (8 stations) 3, 902 | .9 
Utilities (109 stations) | 49, 114 | 11.3 
Land acquisition (25,328, 6 acres fee, 4,345 acres easements, 3,120 acres public do- | 

main, 14 stations 3, 281 .8 


BOONE dun ces i 434, 500 | 100. 0 








Target ranges 
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Air Force 
Z Amount 

Operational and training: (thousands ) 
a nt $81, 008 
a a aaa a a ca a i i AU 12, 542 
i ah ee eT 52, 509 
I NR hs eae See pa ek as kB re 318 
Bcc tbat Pn cece pele deeeteclnh ere 568 
IN I ST nee ne ee NL 896 
a Si eee RES) ia et 752 
Neen nnn ee ene Te en 410 
a Od rete tice bdo toeccemmred 7, 443 
EPIL A VO ane et A 15, 993 
Neen ee se et a eh 24 

Communications : 
ical iesete cabdia ian dk cist un eels ba Licintis tris seu abode cin'eacncoabeed ents 1, 484 
a 1, 727 
oh ac a 1, 724 
I a 5a thot coteapdeta Mb obese conser basal eiacchddenlgiattebaberakttae ab aces eer 327 
rl oo nk wiih sh eh ec anima nscieppidanme cies 4, 701 
Inn scien ch cc tememstnnap eee piabblan Snes 70, 000 

Direction finding : 
sea a ae ae aes Fs ceireeinenlonionstiomicnasindiiaainestan 113 
a TU cig sald his emtasiibGhus ntansedubensnelubecumae 57 
I Ta uaiarslebeevs Aodchlncan hb wnesaiiivabestenabaes 87 
nn ees hid shan mebehn ne 562 
anmrament 1aeGime system Taciities..... 2 inn nnn nenes 1, 279 
i SPOROM COURTOL CORUOT 6 cin occ cmcewccneencncewecesenue 831 
I a shall tach beneb ad dvb evecbnckiviaceninlaeriles 21 
Ce gets eeiidiedia miminememenne sind ea oactatsi 131 
a hs beam eeimneeniumslonnndinkmmeal 3, 350 
a cach elie lets anes tan evs blade dt dn crue Caen 14 
en Se ee de em dnd ceusecooeaakeew 15 
i ehph dense id abate udianaine 1, 009 
rT ssi ee edb eaesisaktole ad obinich ac aac ace 568 
I he aise eda aba died eismialailh 1, 389 
a ls al mde ads bein bo os item etiiabua chasis 10, 328 
ei cl 7, 969 
I IUnnEnOn SUPINE ORIN iirc icco csakcttetiaitwwveo coed Anihiancb bina minusisiblbacbibeabeynotn dna 29, 000 

Operations : 

ee rab as eetete waseste ts an unalenaden 2, 239 
tne sean cc aces ar dnasasaineaneleionbaibitiascaiii 349 
NN a aaa elaine ieiat ake w Ss 399 
scree Pe ie er eee eG ei mie enue 1, 349 
a a ccla inng latte iS Ue Es beanies bbear ie ahead bi csealthint eS weeticae 4, 717 
TL I is ge a ale ead ba keene waem eda 1, 471 
Squadron operations and target intelligence___________-__-__-__---- 2,478 
I OUND OUI RIN o  ii do SAR ics eas hci resin ee ed wi iin 1, 461 
EERIE Ro ne ne ewocmuk aes 3, 521 
Te ne ee cnusavusuretenshoecsieianacen Pa Ptictete ee 146 
Se no ini ares Snail oh ata e A alalcions 1, 042 
al SIE A cy pe fc ea a Abe ye aS 63 
Guided missile facilities sisal = | Gay ae 
BOMARCG facilities et cases d ae tite 42, 963 
Guidance station, missile eon 743 
Tower, control ___- = Se a eee a Sa el 691 
Waterfront improvements_ ra oA cs 4,500 
Academic classrooms eens mia reid 678 
Academy planetarium near racine sae 158 
Flight simulator training s 1, 480 
Operational mission training 265 
Special weapons training pl 1,198 
Technical training, general oa 1.1386 
Target intelligence training 40) 


185 
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Air Force—Continued 





A 


787 


mount 


Operational and training—Continued (thousands ) 
PONCE TORIOUVOR GTOR nosis eect ee 64 
Cadet Opeiaere Cte: - ss eee 9 


"OGES (Ge POtOONE ns <5 in cena eee 
Maintenance and production facilities: 
Hangar, maintenance: 


PERRY Cree Sei nan eet oes ee 
Hangar, maintenance field, workshops 
Reclamation shop 
RUC ENNIO a 56 a Selon nae ane eee 
Shop, aircraft, maintenance: 
Consolidated 
NR aca aha ste creel ce aden iain is acm ceepmidgema aia iaemeeiea 
Organizational 


Shop, aircraft engine inspection and repair 
Test cell: 


Turboprop 
Test stand: 
Sound treatment 


Shop, A/C, powerplant, depot 
Auto maintenance shop 
Auto storage, open 
Shop: 
pepe. Yours... — eee eeeeeee 
SINTON, WR ain en ence banenatigemenial 
ATimMen and viectiruicl; te... eee 
Peracaue ane Giles, ON... eee 
EMP COUE. LONE, ; CRG icc ticcicsiciccconvinciaiginiemmtncrommmiinbcataes 
PRET, “SEO rr re een nnn een aeons 
Installation engineer administrative facility 
Installation engineer maintenance shop 
Installation engineer storage: 
Covered 
Shed__ 


ERI GR SE cas SU Fel cas Seve sec eee 

Research, development, and test facilities: 
TS Fe canciones spree ots cen tc ecinsieale ce estat 
Hilectsulne WvOraiory LAC cee. noone 
Gwe wine eee... eee 
Borer TURIN Teerree.. |... ee eee 
Pc RR i 7, Seep AER ay tia Batt hhiphtn! Mn LEY 2. 
CCPC NERA Tas asics pee ec pete evtec anno ences ses pepe eim ok eee 
Test range facilities 





Total (2.7 percent) - 
Supply facilities: 

Storage, base: 
Demineralized water 
Water/alcohol 
Pe TE ca av es sa ds cts cass tin oni cence aes ota eoigu tb gana aan meee 
PRT cc conse con vas ree cne nesses hanna oye open nano oeccanergaeaeis oa aes a 

Storage, depot, avfuel 


458, 331 


1, 268 
4, 512 
4, 224 
4, 401 

153 

850 
6, 856 





22, 259 


1, 169 
300 

3, 872 
23 
350 
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Supply facilities—Continued Amount 
Storage, base: (thousands) 
a aa ahah el a Slice ts ck casa cman da eeblamoai tas aol ined 271 
Nee ean ceieanas RS 743 
I aA a iss eset di teach sin eo bs ema ts tprins tad aamsii idea aa 927 
i cag atc nid a niceas ua eddie AAA ia cde MNT asaeaeuneaencen ac de'vs 6, 251 
RIRIIOG BORMROIING......... .... .—mepsidioephmcrnrebtnntverpeaderegese as S5 
tn cas cer denice eee la aie 63 
Ordnance storage facility._._.____.._________ -wiitgeaanieciatatck 2 Ceniatdath. Aon 
Storage: 
id canis = tmnnmn seo aenin sr lea nip isi Siena os4 
Ammunition, air defense______.____.__-~~.- ata ale oe 35, 949 
a eae ata 10 
Warehouse : 
a iS aioe es a bigness cis eos aces ao lip lin apd owen 672 
a aN anne tN = 1, 856 
I I 7 IN as ico as cnn assmeniaonbewen im pd ene Salat iat 4 
Rn on acess cater a ts ence ems aces mses Fectieaitidhoeas boii 62, S96 
Hospital and medical facilities : 
i cccvatcenataitscdnkcincaseecsaien LENE EIEIO, LORENA EE Be, ETO IE EOOES 9, 188 
Scag Cemetery ................. ies icansreengeietakaiac wees cle dane sleep aniann ecineaiedbe 24 
gt a ROR a RN TE RSF MST. SARTRE ne 617 
Dispensaries ______-_ ai hada cece sive abaeccabacodvaTemadeebed Diaiikdbeeaieush 220 
DE, i ONE Deceit cme Sdgrgdamtmnemiadaaads niece 10, O49 
Administrative facilities : 
Administrative office_._._.__.._-- se cacone Guaeiaachabaa cami aaactronice Sa aaa kel $18 
Headquarters : 
DE - ccaltioan cana onaasealggaarnaeraia eb auneeaet 738 
OE ois cs ccna wane nner eee einnesdinet errant 71 | 
I td. nas cece nadia ie aaininde meal naie aia cin seaiasapi 2, (87 
EE ettiescdcanisbevim came inci nmniecquaddenmaits metic tba net: 1, 867 
NE «I INN soos iscsi ies een nicaen esiren se epee af givatiio », S81 
Housing and community facilities: 
RO RI 6 asian coum icasenarces eeu Aopen Ogee Maen ceiinininrnduacieeuee ein... anaes 
Dormitory, airmen____--- sa alate a0 i cian enn ga se ee came ieseinepisites aay ae 
Dining hall: 
a a i aia nce he esac inh ysis ie aan aang aa SER inact sis 8, 302 
ook sespensta vein ia masa so aioad bona bia caasiovil ubviege coms acaba 1, 070 
acer... ... ae aceeen cae alam aii cs ataah ace 1,170 
Officers quarters: 
a a a eens . 19,512 
I a oa dasa ais al og da saligptieeaamabaidiaa acne diniccakaddiniemetanigee hbRi mes ieleun 250 
arte a slac iaal at eaieningaalacaranaianares akin sciaiciihduieelsoutie naskecinaisaiidecei ecards acta 742 
EE TD in china nipon aise ubian me ace bain amma eee eacele eal benneet eae 226 
I aoa on cpt ar econ Henelan ia mein sacar egen ed aaa Sccrdacaantocieee as %2 
a 2 ah aid Sas mia iacan sasnories no gaa OE eee ate >i 8, O81 
pecues Comin: BMG IOemLINCRUON Wn onan ec eree rere 36 
nas as even ppemnemen ses ominlcn eeeagume ee Sailr Eee 60 
bac ents ac gs dats pe eh comma med ain ma TSO a ie eae iain 145 
I eed cagiecak os eases a lenient Sani: 10) 
an aah, se avancsgu gaieee ieibavaraomornannenanis asinine te meboibe 9, 149 
anc ga ne oe ee nd vel og Gai sn AA ena IN 2, 240 
Cio gates siore...................- es eee ante Geaamecata acs = anced aes ete DD 
I ost ic ai csi ip Bb ak ntvion sts som needa mda SR LIS Ooo eee 8, 219 
i oe eerste oa ucdrnel aiaemedateaee susaioanieneia“axctea waanaibats 8, 190 
I a acs v ha nonin rt orl torn mesh ne oon oe Ae 4, 157 
Open mess: 
eee iiarnccisennice Segue eanaaaoetare Sciam habaaaagaeiainnanemasnit 5, 581 


IN a a I i I a oh a Sates 4, 025. 
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Housing and community facilities—Continued Amount 
Recreation: (thousands) 
DOWNES QUOC. oc x nticsicnncwaniine saat aawainaddate nae 253 
FOO ok on cen thiecnnte Date anatase 954 
CR II a, iin theccteinn nsienkiginctinn ss iti niaaepraeas ee elt a eee Me ea 1, 876 
LARPS 5 5 8 ns se Sera adndn aetna eee 66 
Recreation facilits,  s:0GISIQGr ROG nn kickin cniginn cried 1, 328 
FROGHORTEOIY WOMB 3 8 hits sl ei ee 54 
SOOM TIO sm ocirnenthie ice tcecnecensce crate ie ae ee 2, 951 
Oth! (Ur: OC ROROONE) bce ct ccm mon ce inh och aaa ei etal 141, 226 
Utilities and ground improvements: 
Ossie energetics fas cate lapics ciathleetdeclon ula Ascestag incendie glacaet ete ee 12, 437 
FERC CRN eciesin sa neigice dots sigan thea aeecteeiaaaes oom aan ss Sasciliaabiseia a apes As asenn,. Ay ae 
DRG oh ccinmonittsnaicuenns iio iissndeniie abiGicthicndacedceto ucclagamie eee 5, 442 
Sewage and waste -_-- ag ao iis isa ee ihc on alain caida a i aa ee 2, 180 
i s,s eter etatead aicniew eases ca ai sens Bethea eee es. ER 4,618 
BORGES ROO. Bertin dnc kde ceed eens gence 2, 487 
RROUWAY DUG ii ce nnenae dhen danse eee 2, 121 
VER ERR Oa iis gin ke i ance bewiseamnataeae 90 
WU WG ik ees epthsatacciphasinidlciatns ad Cape 187 
Stotm Gratiiive Gnd Giupemet.. sie cent sd ere 814 
PORCO, WIIG ie eit cetsnancienpiabnl ae 142 
POCO, : OI oa site <5 BR itis peep niceties aap nap ntheal et 151 
Al COMGHIOII GE. DIDS. onc orien tte Se eatin ae 614 
Total (0:2 1eteent) .. Bienes cae Se ee 41, 733 
Real estate: 
ERG: OO, WUICHRNG on ao en dn a edd aed 4, 836 
Jasement : 
TE i i ict ecient ag Sain apc mals ia te aie 1, 596 
Restrictive___- si te snnen sik cient ti an Socios lis alte tenes eatin aii deed 3, 188 
RUNG ance decndc er tesa sos cee cade anda 108 
ITE. COIN a in a BE a sens cea tei 223 
Removal CE Es oe eke oo eee 285 
TNO VG) G5 RRUIOG sy once Sct on i ee eee 2, 190 
Removal of utilities.._..c-___- a nike indecent daa oan aa 9 
Rereratin. Of Bia... se eee 711 
Relocation: of Seweriitiok. . 5. oo oe Se ee 326 
Total, (1:6: eeGHG hh bao cco A ee 13, 472 
Grand total (100 percent) -.______ oc as en are 802, 914 


x 








